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INTRODUCTION 


In  1$hS  the  California  State  Legislature  enacted  the  Community  Re- 
development Act  providing  for  procedures  by  which  communities  could  under- 
take the  redevelopment  of  blighted  areas. 

Later  that  year  the  San  Francisco  City  Planning  Commission  completed 
a  study  of  areas  in  San  Francisco  in  which  conditions  indicative  of  blight 
are  found  and  published  its  findings  and  recommendations  as  part  of  the 
master  plan. 

In  the  spring  of  19U7  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  San  Francisco  direc- 
ted the  City  Planning  Commission  to  make  an  intensive  and  detailed  study 
of  the  possibility  of  urban  redevelopment  in  San  Francisco,    The  report, 
completed  in  December  19hl>  recommended!  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  take 
the  necessary  steps  to  designate  the  Western  Addition  district  officially 
as  a  "redevelopment  area"  under  the  terms  of  the  California  Communitj'*  Re- 
development Act, 

Following  the  required  procedure,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  notified 
all.  of  the  property  owners  in  the  district  of  its  intention  and  subsequently 
held  a  public  hearing  in  the  Civic  Auditorium  on  June  3,  19l|8,  at  which 
nearly  3,000  persons  were  in  attendance, 

A  stenographic  report  of  the  proceedings  was  made  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,    Because  of  the  great  public  interest  aroused  by  the  proposal, 
the  Department  of  City  Planning  has  reproduced  herewith  the  transcription 
of  the  proceedings.    As  this  was  the  first  such  public  hearing  held  in 
California  under  the  provisions  of  the  Community  Redevelopment  Act,  consi- 
derable historical  interest  may  bo  attached  to  the  event  in  the  future. 
Also  reproduced  herewith  are  certain  letters  introduced  into  the  record  at 
the  hearing,  and  other  letters,  expressive  of  various  opinions  and  aspects 
of  the  redevelopment  problem,  which  wore  received  by  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors both  prior  to  and  subsequent  to  the  hearing. 

It  is  hoped  that  the  availability  of  this  document  may  contribute  to 
public  enlightenment  and  understanding  of  the  problems  of  urban  redevelopment. 


¥,  W,  Chapin,  President 


City  Planning  Commission 


Before  the  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS, 
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Open  Session, 
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PROCEEDINGS 
THURSDAY,  JUNE  3,  19U8  -  8:00  O'CLOCK  P.  M. 

(The  Special  Meeting  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  was  called  to  order  at 
8:00  O'clock  p.  m.,  by  President  George  Christopher,  in  the  Civic  Auditorium, 
San  Francisco,  California.) 


PRESIDENT  CHRISTOPHER:  We  will  have  a  call  of  the  Board,  please.  All 
supervisors  present? 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  will  now  be  in  session. 
The  Clerk  will  please  call  the  roll. 
(Thereupon  the  Clerk  called  the  roll.) 
THE  CLERK:    Quorum  present, 

PRESIDENT  CHRISTOPHER:    We  will  rise  and  salute  the  Flag. 

(Thereupon  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  audience  arose  and  pledged 
allegiance  to  the  Flag  of  the  United  States  of  America.) 

PRESIDENT  CHRISTOPHER:  Ladies  and  gentlemen,  and  gentlemen  of  the  Board, 
this  is  a  special  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
sidering a  special  matter  before  this  Board.     The  matter  before  this  Board 
for  its  consideration  is  Bill  No.  £253*  an  ordinance  designating  and  des- 
cribing a  redevelopment  area  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  as 
defined,   and  pursuant  to  the  Community  Redevelopment  Act  of  California. 

The  Clerk  will  please  read  the  bill. 

(Thereupon  Bill  No.  £253  was  read  by  the  Clerk.) 

PRESIDENT  CHRISTOPHERS    You  have  heard  the  matter  before  us.  Before 
vre  resolve  ourselves  into  a  committee  as  a  yvhole  for  the  purpose  of  consi- 
dering this  matter,        Chair  wishes  to  make  several  Introductions  for  the 
purpose  of  identification  by  the  audience. 

To  my  left  is  Mr.  IValkor  Peddicord,  representing  the  City  Attorney's 
office. 

The  gentleman  who  has  just  read  the  bill  is  Mr,  Jack  McGrath,  Chief 
Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 

I  should  also  like  to  call  the  attention  of  these  ladies  and  gentlemen 
in  the  audience  of  the  presence  of  Mr,  Morgan.  A.  Gunst,  who  is  the  Chairman 
of  the  Mayor's  Interim  Committee  on  Urban  Redevelopment.  If  Mr.  Gunst  will 
please  rise  for  the  purpose  of  identification  by  the  ladies  and  gentleman. 

(Thereupon  Mr.  Gunst  arose  from  his  seat.) 

PRESIDENT  CHRISTOPHER;     This  Committee,  appointed  by  the  Mayor  to 
s  tudy  this  problem,  has  appointed  as  this  evening's  spokesman  in  their 


2. 

behalf,  the  Honorable  Senator  O'Gara, 

Will  you  please  rise  for  the  purpose  of  identification? 
(Thereupon  Senator  O'Gara  arose  from  his  seat*) 

PRESIDENT  CHRISTOPHER:    I  also  wish  to  identify,  for  your  information, 
Mr«  Jack  Kent,  Director  of  Planning  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco, 
(Thereupon  Mr,  Jack  Kent  arose  from  his  seat,) 

PRESIDENT  CHRISTOPHER:     Ladies  and  gentlemen,  and  gentlemen  of  the  Board  , 
this  matter  has  been  given  considerable  study  in  the  Public  Buildings,  Oands, 
and  City  Planning  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  which  committee  is 
chairmaned  by  Supervisor  MacPhee,    I  believe,  therefore,  that  in  order  to 
expedite  the  proceedings  of  this  evening,  that  Supervisor  MacPhee  should  carry 
on  the  procedure  henceforth,  and  I,  as  President  Pro- Tern  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors,  now  wish  that  a  member  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  would  so  nominate 
Mr,  MacPhee  for  that  purpose. 

First,  we  should  have  a  motion  to  resolve  ourselves  into  a  committee  of 
the  whole, 

(Motion  made  by  Supervisor  Lewis,  seconded  by  Supervisor  Mead,  that  the 
Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  resolve  themselves  into  a  committee  of 
the  whole.    Motion  carried.) 

PRESIDENT  CHRISTOPHER:    The  matter  is  adopted;  we  are  now  resolved  into 
a  committee  of  the  whole, 

(Thereupon  Supervisor  Halley  nominated  Supervisor  MacPhee  as  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  the  "Whole,  nomination  being  seconded  by  Supervisor 
John  J,  Sullivan.    Motion  carried.) 

(Whereupon  Supervisor  Chester  MacPhee  assumed  the  duties  as  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Ladies  and  gentlemen,  I  would  like  to  welcome  you 
here  tonight,    I  am  glad  there  has  been  such  a  large  number  of  residents  in 
the  area  -oat  here  tonight,  so  we  can  come  to  a  better  understanding  in  the 
Redevelopment  Act, 

I  would  like  you  to  know  at  the  outset  that  this  meeting  is  in  accor- 
dance with  the  Community  Redevelopment  Act,  which  provides  that  a  public  meeting 
must  be  held  before  any  area  can  be  determined  a  redevelopment  area.    It  is 
going  to  be  necessary  to  have  a  series  of  public  meetings  following  this  meeting,, 
I  want  to  say,  to  assure  you  that  there  will  be  no  positive  action  taken  here 
tonight,  which  will  mean  that  an  immediate  redevelopment  progran  will  be  effec- 
ted tomorrow,  or  within  a  short  time.    We  have  to  meet  again  ag  a  Board,  We 
have  to  decide  by  a  two-thirds  vote  that  a  project  area:  is  established  within 
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this  entire  community  redevelopment  area  now  before  us. 

Then,  again,  we  have  to  have  another  meeting  to  determine  that  the  Board 
of  Supervisors,  by  a  three-fourths  vote  --  two-thirds  vote,  rather  approves  the 
project  plans  for  a  particular  project  area.     That  is  the  second  meeting  that 
will  have  to  be  held*  • 

We  have  to  also  meet  to  make  a  finding  that  there  is  other  comparable 
rental  housing  units  available  for  the  people  that  might  have  to  be  moved 
out  of  present  quarters.    And  that  is  another  public  meeting  which  the  Super- 
visors must,  by  two-thirds  vote,  make  a  finding  that  those  types  of  rental 
quarters  are  available.    Then,  finally,  we  get  down  to  the  point  where  we  are 
going  to  have  a  public  meeting  also,  to  find  out  where     are  going  to  get 
the  money  to  carry  out  this  ambitious  program,  the  program  we  are  going  to 
talk  about  tonight. 

With   those  few  words,  I  think  we  should  rest  a  little  easier  and  not 
be  concerned  with  the  rapidity  with  which  we  are  going  to  move. 

I  would  like  to  call  upon  a  few  men  )f  the  audience  to  explain  what  we 
are  trying  to  do  for  San  Francisco;  what  we  believe  is  best  for  San  Franciscoj 
maybe  to  give  you  a  little  background,  because  we  want  to  hear  from  you.  So 
it  will  not  belong. 

I  want  to  ask  Senator  O'Gara,  who  has  been  a ctivc  in  the  State  Legis- 
lature :>n  community  redevelopment,  and  also  a  member  of  the  Mayor's  Interim 
Committee  —  they  have  chosen  him  to  represent  them  —  I  would  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Mayor  has  appointed  33  or  35  people  from  all 
walks  of  life,  representing  every  group  from.  San  Francisco,  to  study  the  pro- 
blem of  re developn cut,  what  they  should  do  about  it.    And  you  shall  hear  from 
their  spokesman. 

And  at  this  time  I  take  great  pleasure  in  presenting  State  Senator  O'Gara, 
who  will  speak  on  the  subject. 

SENATOR  GERALD  J.  O'GARA;    Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Board,  and  ladies 
and  gentlemen:     I  am  certainly  very  much  flattered  to  be  named  as  a  person 
to  represent  the  Citizen's  Interim  Committee  tonight,    I  think  it  is  parti- 
cularly significant  that  Supervisor  MaePhee  is  presiding  here  tonight,  be- 
cause on  many  occasions  he  has  come  to  Sacramento  to  fight  for  community  re- 
development and  better  housing,     I  think  it  is  also  very  significant  that 
here  in  our  Civic  Auditorium  we  arc  having  the  first  meeting  of  this  kind 
in  the  entire  State  of  California,     The  meeting  has  attracted  several  dis- 
tinguished gentlemen,  whom  with  the:  permission  of  Supervisor  Mac?hee,  I  would 
like  to  present  to  y  ;u. 


Ihe  first  one  is  Mr.  Paul  Williams,  a  distinguished  architect  from 
Los  Angeles,  and  member  of  the  State  Redevelopment  Agency, 
Will  you  stand,  please? 

(Whereupon  Mr,  Paul  Williams  arose  from  his  seat,) 

SENATOR  O'GARA:     The  next  is  Senator  Louis  Sutton,  who  has  come  down  from 
Maxwell*    He  is  a  member  of  the  Senate  Interim  Committee  on  Redevelopment,  of 
which  I  happen  to  be  Chairman, 

(Whereupon  Senator  Louis  Sutton  arose  from  his  seat.) 

SENATOR  O'GARA;     The  next  gentlemen,  members  of  the  State  Redevelopment 
Agency,  Mr,  Howard  Cammon,  San  Josej  Mr0  Howard  Nichols,  Bakcrsfieldj  Mr, 
Der.d.ng  Tilton  of  San  Francisco j  and  Colonel  Howard  Wyman,  the  Executive  Direc- 
tor of  that  Agency, 

As  Supervisor  MacPhec  has  told  you,  the  Mayor  appointed  a  committee  of 
3k  men  and  women  representing  a  cross  section  of  San  Francisco  life  to  study 
the  recommendations  which  the  Planning  Commission  has  made  for  redevelopment 
in  our  City,    Every  member  of  that  committee,  individually,  studied  the  re- 
commendations.   We  had  two  meetings;  we  had  full  and  thorough  discussions. 
And  at  the  end  we  unanimously  voted  to  come  hero  tonight  and  recommend  in 
favor  of  the  passage  of  this  ordinance,  which  creates  the  Western  Addition 
District  as  the  redevelopment  area, 

I  have  been  asked  to  present,  as  briefly  as  possible,  the  reasons  why 
We    reached  that  decision. 

First  of  all,  I  want  to  give  you,  very  briefly,  the  background  of  the 
State  Community  Redevelopment  Act, 

In  19k^  Supervisor  MacPhee  and  a  number  of  other  civic  leaders  went  to 
Sacramento  and  had  this  Act  passed,  and  the  Legislature  declared  that  there 
exists  in  various  parts  of  California  ©..condition  of  blight,  of  overcrowding, 
of  deteriorated  housing,  which  encourages  crime,  disease,  and  juvenile,  de- 
linquency.   And  the  Legislature  thereupon  passed  this  Act  which  provides  that 
where  private  ownership  is  unable  to  correct  this  si  tuqtion,  then  the  community 
must  step  in  and  assist  the  private  owners  to  clean  up  the  blighted;  areas. 

Trie  Legislature  is  very  anxious  to  protect  the  rights  of  everyone  who 
might  be  affected  by  this  law,  and  for  that  reason  a  number  of  safeguards 
were  passed,   incorporated  in  the  law,  and.  I  am  going  to  describe  them  very 
briefly  to  you  tonight. 

One  oT  the  safeguards  is  that  first  of  all  a  master  plan  must  be  drawn  . 
up.     That  has  been  done. 

The  second  is  that  a  redevelopment  area  must  bo  selected  by  the  Beard 
of  Supervisors,  and  that  is  the  purpose  of  tonight's  meeting. 
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The  third  step  is  the  designation  within  the  redevelopment  area  of  a  pro- 
ject area* 

Finally,  we  take  the  more  executive  steps?  the  employment  of  redevelopment 
agencies,  the  "business  of  finding  money  to  do  the  job,  and  the  actual  execution 
of  the  plan, 

Now,  as  Supervisor  MacPhee  has  told  you,  the  actual  "building  of  "buildings, 
the  clearing  of  land,  is  so  distant  aw^y  —  this  is  merely  one  of  the  early 
steps,  "but  it  is  a  very  important  step,  "because  in  passing  that  law  the  Legis- 
lature wanted  to  he  sure  that  everyone  had  a  chance  to  he  heard,  to  state  his 
objection,  and  to  give  any  reasons  why  redevelopment  should  or  should  not  "be 
carried  out, 

Now,  as  to  the  reasons  which  impelled  our  Committee  to  recommend  in  favor 
of  redevelopment: 

First  of  all,  if  the  Board  of  Supervisors  declares  that  the  Western  Addi- 
tion Area  is  a  redevelopment  area,  that  does  not  mean  that  the  entire  area  i s 
blighted.    Rather,  it  means  that  there  are  a  sufficient  number  of  places  in 
the  Western  Addition  Area  which  are  blighted,  so  that  the  whole  area  is 
affected, 

This  Western  Addition  Area,  as  you  know,  includes  a  number  of  good  build- 
ings and  the  purpose  of  redevelopment  is  to  protect  them  from  the  blight  that 
surrounds  them  by  seeing  to  it  that  decay  is  stopped  and  that  rebuilding  takes 
place, 

I  again  emphasize  it  will  be  no  reflection  on  any  of  the  good  buildings 
in  this  district,  of  which  there  are  many,  and  they  are  not  to  be  touched  if 
this  area  is  declared  a  redevelopment  area. 

So  the  sole  question  here  tonight,  the  only  question  that  your  Board  of 
Supervisors  can  consider,  is  this:    Shall  the  Western  A  ddit  ion  Area  be  de- 
clared a  redevelopment  are? 

Now,  I  think  probably  most  of  you  are  familiar  with  the  general  boundaries 
of  the  Western  Addition  Area,  but  just  to  make  sure,  I  will  bound  that  area© 

Roughly  speaking,  it  is  bounded  by  Van  Ness  Avenue,  by  California  Street, 
by  Presidio  Avenue,  Masonic,  Duboce,  Market  Street  down  oh  the  south. 

Now,  I  think  right  at  this  point  we  should  make  a,  distinction  between  the 

*  - 

redevelopment  area  which  I  just  described,  and  the  project  area,  which  will 
be  located  within  the  redevelopment  area* 

Now,  just  as  an  example,  let  us  assume  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may 
finally  determine  that  it  wishes  redevelopment  to  trkc-place  in  the  same  pro- 
ject area  as  the  Planning  Commission  has  recommended^  although  that  is  not 
necessary.    They  may  select  any  other  area  they  wish,     but  if 
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they  do,  this  project  area,  or  any  other  such  area,  will  be  a  small  area,  for 
example,  bounded  by  Franklin,  Geary,  Webster,  and  McAllister  Streets „  That 
is  your  project  area,,  and  only  in  the  project  area  will  work  be  done0 

Hie  whole  purpose  of  designating  the  large  area  "Redevelopment  Area. "  is 
so  that  the  redevelopment  agency  which  is  appointed  will  have  a  place  to  select 
a  project  area  in. 

Now  I  vrould  like  to  point  out  also  the  effect  of  designating  this  area  as 
a  redevelopment  area,  if  the  Supervisors  decide  to  do  so*    No  one  will  be  moved 
as  a  result  of  that  designation;  not  a  single  building  mil  be  condemned,  burned 
torn  down,  or  altered  by  as  much  as  a  single  nail  or  a  single  board.    Not  one 
cent  will  be  appropriated  for  any  purpose  connected  with  redevelopment.  It 
will  mereOy  be  a  designation,  I  repeat,  of  a  large  area,  in  which  large  area, 
eventually,  a  project  area  where  work  is  to  be  done  may  or  may  not  be  selected. 

Now,  if  the  Supervisors  decide  to  designate  this  as  a  redevelopment  area, 
that  does  not  mean  that  redevelopment  will  necessarily  take  place;  it  merely 
means  that  the  Supervisors  can  then  take  the  next,  step  to  find  out  whether 
redevelopment  is  the  thing  that  we  need,  and  if  it  is  feasible  and  practical* 
But  —  and  I  cannot  emphasize  this  too  strongly       if  the  Supervisors  tonight 
refuse  to  designate  this  area  as  a  redevelopment  area,  that  is  the  end  of  a 
community  redevelopment  in  San  Francisco  until  such  an  area  is  designated, 

I  want  to  tell  you  very  briefly  why  we  are  taking  the  Westers  Addition 
as  the  one  that  should  be  redeveloped. 

In  the  first  place,  it  is  the  one  where  the  worst  blighted  condition 
exists  in  the  City,  the  most  overcrowded,  the  most  number  of  people  crowded, 
the  most  number  of  people  crowded  together  in  a  square  mile,  the  oldest  houses, 
the  most  unsanitary  conditions,  the  places  where  crime  and  juvenile  delinquency 
and  domestic  difficulties,  and  all  the  other  things  that  grow  out  of  blight 
and  slum  exist  in  the  worst  degree,    I  don't  have  to  tell  you  any  statistics, 
Those  are  set  forth  in  the  Planning  Commission's  report,     !Ihey  show,  for 
example,  that  tuberculosis  has  its  highest  incidence  in  this  district,  along 
with  one  or  two  other  districts  in  San  Francisco.     Tney  show  that  in  one 
section  of  this  district  more  than  half  of  the  families  do  not  have  exclusive 
plumbing,  cooking  and  bathing  facilities.   They  show  that  crime  is  far  above 
the  City  average]  that  arrests  are  far  above  average.     The  cost  to  the  tax- 
payer for  health,  police,  and  fire  services,  are  all  heavier  in  this  part  of 
the  City  because  of  the  blighted  condition.  And  they  show  also  that  in  this 
district  live  many  of  the  poorer  families  of  San  Francisco,    Seventeen  per~ 
cent  of  these  families  earn  only  $100,   a  month,  and  one-third  of  the  families 
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earn  less  than  $2,100  a  year.    Our  study,  furthermore,  showed  us  that  this  dis- 
trict not  only  is  "blighted  today,  "but  it  is  decaying  continually*    The  private 
owners  in  that  district  canU  cure  a  blight i  they  have  these  old  places  on 
their  hands,  md  if  they  tear  them  down  and  build  up  a  new  place  their  neigh- 
bor next  door  will  not  do  so,  and  they  have  merely  let  themselves  in  for  a 
loss  of  money,  and  doing  nothing  for  the  neighborhood  or  the  City« 

Our  study  showed  also  that  if  this  blighted  condition  is  continued  un- 
corrected, it  is  going  to  affect,  and  infect,  other  portions  of  the  Same  dis- 
trict, and  the  whole  city, t 

How,  while,  as  I  say,  the  Western  Addition  Area  is  the  worst  blighted  in 
the  City,  and  has  the  most  need  for  community  redevelopment,  it  is  also  the 
district  in  San  Francisco  that  has  the  greatest  potentiality  for  redevelopment; 
it  has  a  splendid  location;  it  is  a  district  where  once  the  fine  homes  of  San 
Francisco  were  located;  it  is  a  place  of  excellent  views,  of  easy  accessibility; 
it  is  a  place  where f  if  we  can  arrest  the  blight  and  clean  out  the  slums,  we 
can  build  beautiful,  decent,  safe  homes,  for  our  people. 

How,  I  want  to  make  a  confession  to  all  of  you  here  tonight.    Myself , 
md  .all  of  our  Committee,  recognize  that  there  are  very  grave  problems  con- 
nected with  community  redevelopment,  We  recognize  that  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty, people  who  live  there  and  who  are  renting  their  homes,  who  must  be 
provided  with  housing;  the  minorities  ~~  the  problem  of  financings  of  paying 
the  bill  for  this  redevelopment;  this  buying  up  of  slams  and  clearing  them 
away,  and  selling  the  land  to  private  capital  to  build  new  buildings  —  we 
recognize  that  all  those  things  present  roalproblems,  real  difficulties-.  But 
we  have  decided,  ladies  rand  gentlemen,  that  there  is  no  royal  road  to  redevelop* 
ment.    It  is  something  that  we  have  to  meet.    We  have  to  work  on  it  and,  if 
we  can,  we  have,  to  solve  it. 

As  I  said,  these  are  grave  problems,  but  they  are  not  insurmountable 
problems.  They  are  problems  that  must  be  fully  explored,  and,  if  necessary, 
fought  overj  before  community  redevelopment  actually  takes  place.  But  — ■ 
and  I  Wat  to  emphasize  this  —  they  cannot  be  gone  into  fully  at  this  time, 
because  the  State  law  does  not  make  my  provision  for  solving  these  problems 
at  this  time,  when  the  Board  of  Supervisors  votes  on  the  question  as  to 
whether  the  area  should  be  declared  a  redevelopment  are;*  ""'  * 

Now,  I  realize  that  many  of  you  have  come  here  tonight  with  fears  and 
doubts  as  to  what  may  happen  to  you,  the  places  you  live,  the  property  you 
own,  but  I  assure  you  that  if  you  will  bear  with  us  and  have  a  little  courage 
and  ft  little  determination,  we  oan  redevelop  a  certain  portion  of  the  Western 
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Addition  Area  and  make  the  place  a  better  place  to  live  for  all  of  you,  and 
make  a  better  City  of  San  Francisco, 

I  am  going  to  mention  very  briefly  a  few  of  the  safeguards  which  the 
Legislature  has  established,  to  be  sure  that  no  one  suffers  as  a  result  of 
community  redevelopment.    In  the  first  place,  on  every  important  stop  in 
connection  with  redevelopment  there  must  be  a  two-thirds  vote  of  your  Board 
of  Supervisors,     Then  the  Agency  cannot  build  any  homesj  that  must  be  done 
by  a  private  enterprise.     The  owners,  people  who  now  own  property  in  the  dis- 
trict, can  participate  in  the  redevelopment,  if  they  will  submit  a  plan  satis- 
factory to  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  the  plan  that  is  adopted  must  be, 
according  to  the  law,  one  that  requires  the  least  interference  with  continued 
enjoyment  of  existent  property  consistent  with  the  redevelopment. 

Now,  another  thing  —  and  I  think  it  is  very  important  —  before  any 
redevelopment  can  takesplace  there  must  be  an  affirmative  finding  by  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  that  there  is  housing  available  for  everyone  who  is  displaced, 
at  comparable  rent.    And,  if  there  isn't  permanent  housing,  there  must  be 
temporary  housing,  and  the  pcrmaient  housing  must  be  available  within  three 
years  from  the  time  the  project  starts.    And,  furthermore,  if  any  persons 
of  low  income  are  affected,  there  must  be  a  record  by  the  Housing  Authority 
as  to  the  availability  of  low  rental  housing  for  those  persons. 

Now,  I  want  to  emphasize  one  thing  that  is  very  important  in  this  large 
redevelopment  area  that  we  hope  will  be  designated  tonight.     There  cannot  be 
merely,  as  the  result  of  this  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  passing 
this  ordinance,  any  exercise  of  the  power  of  eminent  domain  —  not  until  all 
the  other  things  have  been  done  the  project  area  selected,  the  plan  approved, 
the  financing  agreed  —    can  there  be  anything  of  that  kind. 

Now,  gentlemen  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  your  Interim  Committee  has 
asked  an  adoption  of  this  ordinance,  Wh  feel  that  we  have  no  choice.    If  we 
believe  in  community  redevelopment  we  have  to  go  ahead.    If  we  do  nothing, 
the  blight  and  the  decay  in  that  area  is  going  to  continue,  and  will  un- 
doubtedly affect  not  only  the  Western  Addition  Area,  but  all  parts  of  San 
Francisco, 

As  I  sajj,  the  problems  are  great,    Mr,  Doming  Tilton  has  come  back  from 
a  tour  of  the  United  States,  and  he  tells  me  in  ten  cities  they  have  —  they 
are  going  ahead  with  it,  and  if  other  cities  can  do  it  we  can  do  it  here  In 
San  Francisco, 

I  want  to  point  out  also  that  if  at  any  time  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
determines  that  community  redevelopment  is  not  the  thing  for  San  Francisco, 
it  can  stop;  then  it  can  stop,  retrace  its  steps,  and  forget  about  the 


whole  thing.  But  our  Committee  here  tonight  is  asking  that  you  take  this 
very  important  early  step.    We  are  asking  it  because  it  is  necessary  as  a 

X matter  of  good  business  for  Sen  Francisco;  it  is  a  good  buy,  a  good  invest- 
ment.    The  taxes  that  will  come  from  the  redeveloped  property  will  more  than 
pay  for  the  cost,  and  we  feel  certain  that  eventually  Federal  money  and  State 
money  will  be  availablcto  assist  in  this  community  redevelopment,  and  we  feel 
more  than  that,  that  the  human  values  which  are  involved  here  make  the  de- 
signation of  this  redevelopment  area  imperative;  we  feel  it  is  important  to 
our  people,  to  the  children  who  must  grow  up  in  that  district,  to  the  veterans 
who  are  living  there  today  with  their  families  in  sadly  overcrowded  condi- 
tions.   We  feel  that  this  is  one  way  to  fight  such  things  as  Communism;  to 
preserve  this  American  way  of  life;  and  we_ ask  you  to  adopt  the  resolution 
tonight. 

(Applause.) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Thank  you,  Senator  O'Gara, 

Ladies  and  gentlemen ,  I  want  to  thank  you  all  for  being  so  attentive 
and  so  polite.    It  is  really  a  pleasure  for  us  to  be  here.    Quite  oftem  we 
have  our  meetings  subject  to  considerable  variations  of  opinion,  and  some- 
times people  don't  feel  they  are  getting  along  all  right  unless  they  let  go 
of  their  emotions,  and  you  have  been  very  gracious  tonight.    I  just  want 
to  ask  you  that  if  you  will  desist  from  qpplausc  for  any  reason;  if  you 
feel  that  someone  has  made  a  good  point,  you  cai  agree  with  that,  all  right, 
but  we  prefer  not  to  have  any  outbursts  of  any  kind,  and  I  am  sure  we  will 
have  a,  much  better  meeting,    I  want  to  thank  you  for  the  way  you  have  con- 
ducted yourselves  so  far. 

For  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  the  usual  procedure  is  to  hear  from  any 
of  the  proponents  of  any  legislation  first,  then,  subsequently,  to  hear  from 
the  opponents,    I  would  like  first  to  hear  from  any  proponents  who  arc  here 
representing  organizations,    Then  I  propose  to  hear  from  the  opponents  re- 
presenting organizations.    After  that  we  will  hear  from  any  individuals 
who  are  in  favor  of  the  legislation,  and  after  that  we  will  hear  from  any 
individuals  who  are  opposed  to  the  legislation.    We  were  very  careful  to 
invite  about  7,000  people  who  own  property  in  the  area,    We  sent  them 
a  card  notifying  them  of  the  meeting,  sent  the  card  to  their  last  known 
address,  and  we  are  very  pleased,  the  Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
all  agree  that  it  is  a  fine  thing  that  we  do  have  such  a  fine  representation 
here.    We  are  glad  you  are  here,  and  once  again  we  welcome  you  here. 

I  have  some  cards  that  have  already  been  passed  up  to  me  from  people 
who  are  here  in  favor  of  the  Igislation  and  that  are  representing  organi- 
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xations.    If  there  are  any  others  who  have  not  sent  cards  up  from  organizations 
whom  they  represent,  our  men  will  be  up  and  down  the  aisle,  so  if  you  will 
just  give  them  your  card,  your  name  and  address,  and  the  organization  you  re- 
present, and  whether  you  want  to  speak  for  or  against  the  legislation,  wo  will 
be  glad  to  see  that  you  are  called;  and  give  everyone  an  opportunity  to  be 
heard. 

I  was  going  to  suggest,  also,  that  there  may  be  quite  a  number  who  wish 
to  talk,  and  in  all  fairness,  I  hope  we  will  use  discretion  in  our  talks  by 
not  repeating  too  much  of  what  someone  else  has  said,  and  making  the  talk  as 
reasonably  brief  as  possible,  in  order  to  get  your  point  over,  and  yet  not 
to  take  the  whole  time  up  so  no  one  else  has  an  opportunity  to  be  heard,  I 
will  try  to  watch  the  time  on  it  an;  express  the  time  limit  if  we  get  going 
too  long. 

From  the  District  Attorney's  Office  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Fra> 
cisco,  Mr.  Gregory  S.  Stout. 

Mr.  Stout,  would  you  take  the  microphone  down  there? 

MR.  GREGORY  S.  STOUT:    Mr.  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Board,  and  ladies 
and  gentlemen:    As  a  representative  of  Mr.  Edmund  Brown's  office,  the  District 
Attorney  of  San  Francisco,  first  of  all  let  me  say  that  the  district  attorney 
is  not  here,  or  his  representative  is  not  here,  in  the  guise  of  a  proponent 
of  any  particular  piece  of  legislation.    We  are  here  merely  to  express  an 
opinion  as  to  what  we  have  found  in  San  Francisco,  and  particularly  with  re- 
ference to  this  arca-undcr  consideration  by  the  Board  here  this  evening. 

Now,  gentlemen  of  the  Board,  we  have  prepared,  during  the  past  year, 
three  reports  on  the  housing  situation  in  San  Francisco,     I  was  able  today 
to  get  copies  of  our  final  report  in  your  hands,  and  there  is  some  particu- 
larly pertinent  material  in  that  with  respect  to  urban  redevelopment,  which 
I  hope  you  had  an  opportunity  to  look  at.    At  this  time  I  should  like  to 
introduce  into  the  record  the  district  attorney's  second  report,  and  the 
third  report,  on  the  housing?  problem  in  San  Francisco. 

The  Honorable  Senator  O'Gara  has  alluded  to  one  thing  which  developed 
in  the  study  made  by  Mel  Scot~t,  the  consultant  of  the  Planning  Commission. 
The  planning  study,  so  to  spea%,  of  this  particular  area  under  your  consi- 
deration —  the  fact  is  that  it  is  the  sore  spot  in  San  Francisco  for  juvenile 
delinquency,  for  crime  of  all  sorts,  for  domestic  problems,  for  all  of  the 
evils  which  grow  out  of  a  bad  environmental  condition. 

Gentlemen,  I  can't  call  too  sstrongly  to  your  attention  some  statistics 
which  we  were  able  to  get  from  the  police  department  this  afternoon,  qhich 
cover  just'  one  phase  of  it;  that  is,,  arrests  made  in  this  particular  area, 
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as  compared  to  the  rest  of  San  Francisco. 

This  is  not  a  large  area  in  San  Francisco,  as  areas  30,  gentlemen.    It  is 
roughly  two  and  a  quarter  miles  of  about  thirteen  miles  of  residential  area 
in  San  Francisco.    And  yet  it  has  20  per  cent  of  the  arrests  in  San  Francisco* 

Now,  that  is  something  which  you  have  to  take  cognizance  of 5  it  is  some- 
thing the  police  department  faces  every  day;  something  that  the  district 
attorney's  office  faces  in  prosecuting  these  people  who  come  from  that  parti- 
cular area.    It  is  an  inescapable  conclusion,  gentlemen,  that  crime  is  directly 
attributable  to  bad  housing  conditions,  and  unless  you  and  the  people  of 
San  Francisco  see  fit  to  take  positive  action  along  these  lines,  you  must 
expect  continuous  crime  and  vice  to  come  from  this  area,  and  you  can  ask  an 
insurmountable  job  of  your  police  department  in  combatting  crime  in  that  area. 

On  the  other  hand,  there  are  other  departments  charged  with  law  enforce- 
ment beside  the  police  department.    As  you  gentlemen  are  aware^,  the  State, 
in  1936  and  '37  prior  to  that,  saw  fit  to  enact  legislation  which  is  incor- 
porated into  the  Health  and  Safety  Code  of  the  State  of  Calif orniaj  which 
is  known  as  the  State  Housing  Act,    And  it  is  provided  in  that  Act  that 
failure  to  comply  with  statutory  requirements  is  a  misdemeanor,  and  giving 
the  enforcement  of  that  law,  plus  the  Municipal  Code,  to  certain  municipal 
departments  —  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  HGalth  Department,  Fire  De- 
partment, Planning  Commission,  and  Department  of  Floctricity,  These  are  all 
misdemeanors,  gentlemen, 

2hc  district  attorney,  as  you  know,  made  a  report  on  a  six-block  area 
in  this  particular  district  that  you  haveinder  consideration,  and  we  found 
that  in  the  houses  that  we  examined  in  that  six-block  area  —  and  we  went 
through  it  on  a  house-to-house  basis  —  that  is,  we  didn't  do  it,  but  the 
American  Veterans  Committee  did  it  at  our  request  --  and  it  turned  out  that 
in  each  building  in  that  area  there  was  an  average  of  eight  law  violations 
per  building.    Eight  law  violations! 

Now,  when  you  put  a  faulty  electrical  system  and  a  poor  system  of  fire 
escapes  together  with  rubbish  andebbris  through  the  area,  together  with  rats, 
and  everything  else  that  goes  with  the  blighted  area,  you  have  a  situation 
that  is  appalling,  and  you  can't  ask  the  City  departments  to  enforce  the  iw, 
as  it  new  is,  without  you  provide  the  material  and  men  to  enforce  it. 

I  urge  you,  gentlemen,  to  give  full  consideration  to  this  matter.  The 
job  that  is  on  the  City  law  enforcing  departments  is  practically  insurmountable 
when  it  comes  to  enforcing  the  laws  they  are  charged  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  State  of  California  to  enforce.    We  need  help,  and  we  feel  very  definitely 
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that  this  particular  measure,  if  it  docs  nothing  but  eliminate  a  cesspool  and 
sore  spot  in  San  Francisco,  will  do  much  to  raise  the  general  level  of  all 
the  citizens  of  San  Francisco. 
Thank  you,  gentlemen. 

Are  there  any  questions,  anything  of  that  nature?    I  should  be  pleased 
to  answer, 

(Applause . ) 

CHAIRMAN  MACBHEE:    Next  is  a  gentlemen  representing  an  organization; 
wishing  to  address  the  Board  is  Mr,  G,  L.  Fox,  of  333  Fine  Street,  representing 
the  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

tlr,  3,  L,  Fox,  will  you  take  the  microphone? 

MR.  G.  L,  FOX:    Mr,  Chairman,  gentlemen  of  the  Board,  and  ladies  and 
gentlemen:    I  am  G,  L,  Fox,  manager  of  the  industrial  department  of  the 
San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce.    I  have  here  a  statement  on  the  subject 
at  issue  this  evening,  which  has  been  addressed  to  the  Board  by  the  president 
of  the  San  Francisco  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  I  am  going  to  read  from  it  to 
you  in  part,  omitting  the  introductory  and  closing  paragraphs  (reading): 
"This  is  to  advise  you  that,  by  action  duly  taken  by  our  Board 
of  Directors  on  recommendation  of  our  Civic  Projects  Committee,  enact- 
ment of  the  proposed  ordinance  ^o-iorvn  as  Bill  No.  5253 ,  Series  of  1939, 
is  urged. 

M-rhile  the  subject  of  urban  redevelopment  has  been  having  the 

attention  of  various  groups  within  this  organization  for  some  years, 
the  present  proposal  was  given  special  consideration  by  the  Civic  Projects 
Committee  on  May  21 ,  with  subsequent  action  by  the  Board  today  in  approval 
of  the  Committee's  recommendation  that  the  ordinance  be  favored, 

"Our  action  is  qualified  by  the  understanding  that  the  interests 
of  private  enterprise  are  protected  in  the  Community  Redevelopment  action." 
Let  me  say  to  you  that  among  many  other  things,  the  San  Francisco  Chamber 
of  Commerce  is  most  seriously  concerned  with  two  problems:    First,  that  of 
the  efficient  use  of  land  in  S?n  Francisco;  and  secondly,  the  provision  of 
additional  and  better  housing. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  San  Francisco  Chamber  that  in  vlcvr  of  the  pro- 
cedure outlined  in  the  Community  Redevelopment  Act,  it  is  necessary  to  pass 
the  ordinance  vrhich  is  now  pending.    We  urge  its  adoption  this  evening. 

Thank  you, 

(Applause, ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPKEE:    Thank  you. 
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I  have  a  card  in  favor  of  the  ordinance  from  the  League  of  Women  Voters, 
Mrs.  R,  E,  Alderman,  16  West  Clay  Park,  representing  the  League  of  Women 
Voters, 

I  wonder  if  Mrs.  Alderman  would  come  up  to  the  microphone  and  take  the 
stand  and  state  her  position, 

MRS.  R.  E.  ALDERMAN:    The  League  of  Women  Voters  is  in  favor  of  this 
district  as  a  redevelopment  district,  because  we  favor  the  master  plan,  and 
it  is  the  understanding  that  the  Planning  Commission  favors  this.    We  want 
very  much  to  have  a  redevelopment  agency  set  up  in  San  Francisco,  and  we  are 
complete  in  accord  with  their  choice  of  location. 

(Applause . ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Speaking  for  the  Council  for  Civic  Unity  of  Sgi  Fran- 
cisco, Mr,  Edward  Howden,  of  101  Post  Street, 

MR.  EDWARD  KOWDEN:    Mr,  Chairman,  gentlemen  of  the  Board,  Committee  mem- 
bers, and  ladies  and  gentlemen:    We  do  not  propose    to  repeat  any  of  the 
statistics  or  figures  or  findings  concerning  health,  disease  and  crime,  which 
in  our  opinion,  having  carefully  studied  them,  do  adequately  substantiate 
the  need  for  urban  redevelopment,  and  for  the  designation  of  this  area.  We 
do  wish,  however,  in  supporting  the  ordinance  before  you  this  evening,  to 
oall  to  your  attention  for  a  consideration  at  the  earliest  possible  time  and 
over  the  months  ahead,  certain  provisions  which  we  think  are  very  essential 
to  the  safeguarding,  not  only  of  the  property  rights,  but  also  of  the  human 
rights  of  the  people  living  in  the  Vfestern  Addition,    We  refer  particularly, 
since  this  is  our  main  concern  in  the  Council  for  Civic  Unity,  to  the  pro- 
blems of  the  people  of  minority  racial  ancestry,  people  who  make  up  approxi- 
mately 35  per  cent  of  the  population  of  the  Western  Addition, 

The  Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  have  before  them  a  letter  in 
some  detail  on  this  point  from  Doctor  Ralph  A,  Reynolds,  president  of  the 
Council,  and  I  v/ish  only  to  take,  in  part,  from  that  letter,  the  main  pro- 
visos which  qualify  our  support  of  the  ordinance  tonight,  with  the  under- 
standing that  these  are  largely  for  your  future  consideration,  and  yet  thtat 
they  are  germane  to  the  question  before  you  this  evening,  as  well  as  to 
questions  which  will  be  before  you  in  the  future. 

We  support  the  ordinance  (reading): 

"...provided  reasonable  and  adequate  safeguards  of  minority  rights 
and  interests  are  contemplated  as  follows:"  — 
First  (reading): 

"That  the  Board  of  Supervisors  should  enact"  —  at  the  earliest 
possible  time  (cpntinuing  reading): 


"...  enact  an  ordinance,  to  be  implemented  by  the 

Redevelopment  Agency,  requiring  that  in  the  purchase,  sale,  lease  or 
rental,  of  property  acquired  under  the  Redevelopment  Act,  there  will 
be  no  discrimination  or  segregation  because  of  color,  creed,  jr  national 
origin. " 

Secondly  (reading); 

"That  the  redevelopment  agency  should  guarantee"  —  in  all  cases 
(continuing  reading):  # 

"...  that  persons  displaced  as  a  result  of  redevelopment  will  be  pro- 
vided with  adequate  temporary  or  permanent  housing  on  a  non-segregated 
basis  at  rents  or  prices  comparable  to  or  lower  than  rental  ceilings  or 
prices  obtaining  in  the  'project  area'  at  the  time  of  displacement, 
and  situated  in  reasonable  proximity  to  essential  community  facilities, 
for  example,  shopping  districts,  schools,  recreational  facilities,  and 
transportation. " 

This  is  in  part  taken  care  of  by  the  State  Act$  we  are  aware,  and  yet 
there  are  some  fine  points  in  connection  with  that  which  will  require  care- 
ful administration  of  the  redevelopment  agency  and  the  attention  of  the  Board. 

No,  3  —  and  wo  feel  this  point  has  received,  in  the  public  discussions, 
too  little  attention;  we  hope  it  mil  receive  much  more  (reading): 

"Low-rent  public  housing  should  be  included  from  the  outset  in 

substantial  amounts  within  each  major  redevelopment  area." 

No,  k  (reading): 

"Every  effort  should  be  made  to  keep  displacement  of  families  to 
a  strict  minimum  at  any  given  time  in  the  process  of  redevelopment,  and 
preference  should  be  given  to  displaced  families  in  allocating  new 
dwelling  units  when  available," 
No*  lj>  (reading): 

"In  the  allocation  of  facilities  and  space  for  commercial  and  pro- 
fessional activities,  preference  should  be  given  individuals  or  con- 
cerns already  located  within  the  redevelopment  area," 
No,  6  (reading): 

"The  redevelopment  agency"  — 
when  formed  (continuing  reading): 

should  include  among  its  commissioners  at  least  one  representative 
of  a  minority  group  substantially  affected  by  redevelopment." 
No,  7  (reading): 

"Th.e  following  aspects  of  the  program  should  receive  early  and 
thorough  study  and/or  effective  interpretation  to  the  public," 
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There  arc  three  such  points  we  wish  to  mention,  briefly  (reading) : 
"The  natter  of  condemnation  and  compensation  procedures  under 
the  eminent  domain  powers  of  the  Redevelopment  Act  should  be  fully 
explained  in  the  near  future  to  the  people  of  the  Western  Addition, 
There  is  at  present  much  fear  and  confusion  as  to  whether  they  will 
have  to  suffer  losses  in  disposal  of  properties  secured  at  the  high 
prices  of  recent  years;  and  there  is  the  related  danger  that  'panic1 
selling  may  take  place  unless  this  question  is  clarified  very  soon," 
The  second  recommendation  is  (reading): 

"  The  powers  of  the  Redevelopment  Agency  to  build  and  to  lease 
properties  directly  should  be  explored  fully," 
Third  (reading) : 

"The  problem  of  exerting  a  reasonable  degree  of  public  regulation 
over  rental  levels  and  the  allocation  of  scarce  dwelling  units  by  large- 
scale  private  redevelopers  calls  for  detailed  study  and  ample  public 
discussion    leading  toward  a  clear  determination  of  policy  and  pro- 
cedure," 

And  lastly  (reading): 

"'•the  Redevelopment  Agency"  — 
when  formed  (continuing  reading): 

"...  should  do  everything  in  its  power  to  assist  voluntary  associations 
of  redevelopment  area  residents"  — •  that  is,  present  residents  who  are  in- 
terested in  this  procedure  (continuing  reading); 

"...  in  securing  financing  and  technical  advice  with  which  to  undertake 

rebuilding  projects." 

It  is  necessary  particularly  to  emphasize  this  point,  we  feel,  because 
the  financing  problems  of  voluntary  associations,  including  minority  fami- 
lies, are  traditionally  very  difficult.    The  assistance  of  a  public  agency, 
in  this  respect  the  Redevelopment    Agency,  would,  we  think,  be  very  important,, 
We  close  with  this  remark:    that  we  feel  (reading): 
"...  that  San  Francisco  should  seize  every  opportunity  to  narrow  the 
gap  between  the  theory  and  the  practice  of  civic  unity.    It  is  clear  that 
the  prospective  redevelopment  of  the  We stern  Addition  offers  just  such 
an  opportunity  —  with  great  potentialities  for  unity  or  for  disharmony 
and  tension.    The  choice  between  these  alternatives  rests  very  largely 
with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  with  the  Mayor,    We  respectfully 
submit  that  both  community  redevelopment  and  civic  unity  will  be  served 
well  if  the  foregoing  recommendations  are  effectively  implemented  as 
this  program"  —  this  very  necessary  program  (continuing  reading): 
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" , . .  gets  under  way. " 
Thank  you, 
(Applause.) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE: •  I  Imow  that  your  enthusiasn  sometimes  gets  away  from 
you,  but  I  would  like  — 
(Applause. ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:     (continuing):    —  we  don't  want  any  applause. 

I  wonder  if  we  might  hear  from  the  American  Legion, ; represented  tonight 
by  Mr.  Mel  Hertz,  101  Veterans  Building, 

I  wonder  if  you  might  come  up  here  and  take  the  microphone. 

MR.  MEL  HERTZ:    Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors, 
and  friends:    I  came  here  tonight  on  behalf  of  the  American  Legion,  the 
San  Francisco  County  Council,  for  which  William  Johnson  is  the  County  Council 
Commander,  and  I  am  chairman  of  the  public  relations!  and  he  asked  me  to 
come . 

I  have  no  prepared  sketch  to  make,  but  in  view  of  the  interest  our 
organization  has  taken  in  the  welfare  of  the  development  of  San  Francisco 
I  want  to  say  there  is  no  qu  estion  that  the  American  LCgion  is  in  favor 
of  redevelopment  of  that  area  as  brought  out  by  the  previous  speakers. 

It  is  very  important,  I  Imow,  our  organization  being  a  veterans  or- 
ganization, we  are  vitally  interested  in  the  fact  that  the  veteran  has 
adequate  housing,  and  that  before  anyone  is  displaced,  regardless  of  race, 
color  and  creed,  that  the  housing  be  gotten  at  —  not  at  prices  out  of  their 
range       that  adequate  housing  is  also  available  for  all. 

I  don't  think  there  is  anything  I  can  add  to  it  exceot  that  I  will 
report  back  to  our  organization,  and  I  am  sure  that  at  its  next  meeting 
this  will  be  gone  into,  and  that  a  prepared  statement  will  be  made  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors. 

Thank  you, 

(Applause, ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Representing  the  San  Francisco  Building  Trades 
Council,  the  president,  Mr,  Daniel  F.  Del  Carlo. 
Do  you  want  to  take  it  up  here? 

Mr.  Del  Carlo  happens  to  be  a  member  of  the  Mayor's  Committee  as  well, 
MR.  DANIEL  F.  DEL  CARLO:     Supervisor  Macphee,  ladies  and  gentlemen, 
Supervisors:     Supervisor  MacPhee  just  promoted  me,    I  am  the  secretary- 
treasurer  of  the  Building  Trades,  not  the  president. 

As  the  Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  know,  the  organization  I 
represent  is  composed  of  53  unions  in  the  building  industries.     Of  course, 
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we  are  for  redevelopment,  and  I  was  glad  to  hear  the  latest  reports  of 
the  organizations  that  are  for  the  redevelopment,  providing  all  the  provi- 
sions in  the  law  are  adhered  to. 

It  was  my  responsibility  a  number  of  years  ago  to  follow  this  legis- 
lation through  the  halls  of  Sacramento,  through  the  Legislature,  with  all 
the  phases,  the  provisions  that  wero  being  made  for  the  displacing  of  people- 
that  they  will  be  taken  care  of 5  minority  groups  will  be  taken  care  of;  that 
the  low  income  groups  will  be  taken  care  of.    And  with  all  that  in  the  law 
we  feel  that  this  will  be  a  great  improvement  to  San  Francisco,  and  will  be 
a  fine  thing  for  the  housing  of  many  of  our  citizens  who  today  are  employed 
in  building  fine  houses  for  other  people,  then  have  to  go  home  and  live 
in  basements,  garrets,  and  all  types  of  homes. 

So,  in  behalf  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Trades  Council,  we  are  for 
this  plan, 

Thank  you, 

(Applause, ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Thank  you,  Mr,  Secretary- Treasurer,    I"have  a  card 
here  —  representing  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars,  Mr,  M,  C#  Hermann,  107 
Veterans  Building,  who  is  in  favor  of  the  proposal* 

MR.  M.  C.  HSRMOT:    Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors, ladies  and  gentelemen;     I  have  a  prepared  statement  that  I  wish  to 
submit  for  the  record.     I  won't  read  it,  in  the  interests  of  time,  and  to 
prevent  being  repetitious.    However,  there  are  four  recommendations  that  I 
would  like  to  read  in,  urging  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  pass  the  Western 
Addition  as  a  redevelopment  area.     The  first  one  is  that  every  safeguard 
be  provided  to  guarantee  that  persons  displaced  as  the  result  of  a  redevelop- 
ment bill,  in  all  cases,  be  provided  adequate  temporary  or  permanent  housing 
at  rent  ~  or  prices  comparable  to  or  lower  than  those  obtaining  in  the 
project  area  at  the  time  of  displacement, .and  situated  in  reasonable  proxi- 
mlty  to  the  essential  community  facilities,  such  as  shopping  districts, 
schools,  recreational  facilities,  at  cetera. 

No,  2  —  and  I  emphasize  this  one  —  that  special  care  be  taken  that 
substantial  amounts  of  low  rent  and  low-cost  housing  be  provided  for  within 
the  redevelopment  area. 

No,  3'    that  every  effort  be  made  to  guarantee  preference  rights  to 
displaced  persons  to  return  to  the  area  after  it  is  redeveloped, 

Nq»  hi  that  the  redevelopment  agency  should  guarantee  that  in  the  pur- 
chase, lease,  sale,  or  rental  of  property  acquired  under  the  law,  there  will 
be  no  discrimination  or  segregation  because  of  creed,  color,  or  national  • 


origin. 

Thank  you, 
(Applause, ) 

SHAIRMAN  MacPHEE;    Thank  you  vey  much. 

The  next  card  —  I  will  just  take  two  more  proponents  representing 
organizations,  then  we  will  get  over  to  the  opponents,.    This  is  from  the 
Booker  T.  Washington  Center,  2031  Bush  Street,  a  proponent,  Mr,  I,  Wada, 

Mr,  Wada,  take  the  microphone  here, 

MR,  Y.  WADA:    Mr,  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors: 
I  am  here  this  evening  representing  the  Booker  T.  Washington  Community 
Center,  and  the  executive  director,  Mr,  James  E,  Stratten, 

(Whereupon  Mr,  Wada  reaa  a  letter  into  the  record  dated.  June  1,  19h$> 
from  James  E,  Stratten  to  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  City  Hall, 
San  Francisco,  California,  regarding  redevelopraentof  Western  Addition.) 

(Applause,  ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:     Thank  you  very  much. 

The  last  card  I  have  here  representing  organizations  is  from  the 
San  Francisco  Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Mr.  L,  E,  Birdzell,  Jr.,  U73 
Roosevelt, 

MR.  L.  E.  BIRDZELL:  Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Board,  and 
ladies  and  gentlemen:  As  you  know,  the  San  Francisco  Junior  Chamber  of 
Commerce  represents  a  large  number  of  younger  business  and  professional 
people  in  San  x7rancisco.  For  the  past  five  months  we  have  been  studying 
the-proposed  redevelopment  ordinance  through  our  City  Planning  Committee. 
The  evidence  that  we  gather,  as  presented  to  us,  is  simply  overwhelming 
that  the  Western  Addition  is  the  sick  part  of  San  Francisco, 

The  question  that  you  have  before  you  tonight  is  whether  we  should 
take  this  patient  to  see  a  doctor.    In  other  words,  whether  we  should  de- 
signate it  as  a  redevelopment  area,  tackling  the  job  and  doing  something 
about  it.    We  didn't  see  whether  there  was  room  for  two  answers  to  that 
question.    Our  Board  of  Directors  unanimously  adopted  a  resolution  suppor- 
ting the  proposed  ordinance,  and  that  resolution,  together  with  a  state- 
ment, has  already  been  forwarded  to  the  Board, 

I  don't  want  to  repeat  what  we  said  there,  but  would  like  to  make  one 
or  two  observations  that  occurred  to  us  in  the  course  of  studying  this 
proposal.    Wo  were  aware  that  there  are  some  very  difficult  problems  in 
carrying  through  the  development.    We  are  conscious  of  the  fact  that  we 
will  have  the  job  of  looking  after  the  interests  of  the  minority  groups 


in  this  area,  the  tough  job  in  removing  people  who  mil  have  to  be  tempo- 
rarily moved  to  other  homes.    We  know  that  these  problems  have  been  met  and 
solved  in  the  redevelopment  of  other  districts,  and  other  cities.    In  New 
York  they  managed  to  move  3*000  families  in  the  face  of  a  housing  shortage 
just  as  tough  as  ours,  without  resorting  to  a  single  eviction  proceeding. 

We  have  every  confidence  that  the  City  of  San  Francisco  will  be  able 
to  get  behind  this  thing  and  do  a  wonderful  job  for  the  people  of  this 
area,  including  the  minority  groups  in  it,  and  that  there  is  just  no  ques- 
tion that  we  should  tackle  this  program  for  the  improvement  of  our  City. 

Thank  you. 

(Applause. ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:     Thank  you  very  much* 

Ladies  and  gentlemen,  I  found  out  that  there  are  two  people  among 
the  opponents  that  are  actually  for  this  bill,  and  I  will  have  to  have  them 
speak, 

First,  representing  the  American  Veterans  Committee,  Moreno  Aubrey, 
of  1166  Pine  Street, 
Nor one  Aubrey 

MISS  NORENE  AUBiJSY:    Mr,  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Board,  and  Ladies 
and  Gentlemen:    I  am  speaking  for  the  American  Veterans  Committee  in  San 
Francisco  and,  as  you  heard  Mr,  Stout  say,  we  have  manifested  our  interest 
in  urban  redevelopment  by  helping  in  the  casing  of  the  Western  Addition 
Area  to  find  out  the  housing  needs  of  people  there,  and  I  am  speaking  now 
in  favor  of  the  Plan  for  San  Francisco,    However,  our  support  of  the  or- 
dinance must  be  conditioned  and  limited  by  the  conditions  that  have  been 
laid  by  previous  speakers,  namely,  the  housing,  renting  problems  of 
minority  groups,  and  of  low  income  groups,  in  the  Western  Addition  Area, 

I  think  at  this  time  one  of  the  most  important  things  facing  us  is  a 
medium  through  which  to  get  publie  housing  within  the  income  range,  for 
rental  and  for  sale,  of  all  of  the  people  within  our  community  and  there- 
fore in  the  name  of  the  AVC,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
immediately  to  memorialize  Speaker  Joseph  Martin  of  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives, and  Chairman  Walcott  of  the  House  Banking  and  Currency  Committee, 
to  report  out  for  the  vote  of  Congress  the  Taft-Ellender-Wagner  Bill,  with 
the  Public  Housing  Sections  included,  and  to  pass  this  legislation.    It  can- 
assist  the  City  of  San  Francisco  in  meeting  the  needs  of  the  low  and  middle 
income  families  in  the  Western  Addition, 

Further,  we  would  ask  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  publicly  support  the 
California  Housing  Initiative  which  will  beon  the  ballot  in  November,  and 


which  again  is  an  admirable  means  for  the  City  of  San  Francisco  to  really 
experience  the  great  benefits  from  the  urban  redevelopment  plan  that  you  have 
so  ably  and  very  quickly  undertaken  to  bring  to  the  benefit  of  the  country. 

'■Thank  you, 

(Applause. ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHES:     The  next  speaker  I  have  is  representing  the  San  Fran- 
cisco Housing  and  Planning  Association,  Mr. -Morse  Erskine. 
Will  you  take  one  of  the  microphones? 

Mr.  Morse  Erskine,  representing  the  San  Francisco  Housing  and  Planning 
Association. 

MR.  MORSE  ERSKINE ;    Mr.  MacPhee,  and  Members  of  the  Board,  and  ladies 
and  gentlemen:    Our  association  has  been  interested  in  this  problem  for 
many  years,  and  we  agree  with  what  has  been  stated  by  the  other  proponents 
of  the  ordinance.    I  would  just  like  to  add  this  one  word  to  what  has  been 
said:     The  tentative  plan,  when  oncis  prepared  and  comes  before  the  Board, 
and  if  it  is  approved  finally,  a  detailed  plan  would  be  submitted  by  the 
redevelopment  agency.    When  those  plans  are  presented  it  is  bound  to  happen 
that  they  will  encounter  considerable  opposition.    A  plan  of  this  sort  of 
redevelopment  is  such  a  vital  matter  it  strikes  some  people  in  so  many 
different  spots  that  any  plan,  no  matter  how  carefully  drawn,  and  no 
matter  how  fair  it  may  be,  will  encounter  opposition.    And  therefore, 
it  seems  to  me,  members  of  the  Board,  that  you  will  bo  subjected,  when  the 
plans  are  presented  to  you  for  approval  or  rejection,  with  considerable 
pressure  from  many  different  sources. 

It  seems  to  me,  too,  that  you,  in  order  to  adopt  the  plan  and  to  promote 
the  welfare  of  San  Francisco  into  doing  so,  will  be  obliged  to  resist  that 
pressurs.    And  therefore,  I  believe  that  all  of  us  who  favor  the  improve- 
ment of  housing  conditions  in  San  Francisco,  should  give  you  whole-hearted, 
constant  support,  to  enable  you  to  meet  the  plan  which  will  be  presented, 
or  meet  the  issue  which  will  be  presented,  which  will  mean  so  much  to  the 
future  of  the  City.    And  I  will  say  this  one  additional  thing:     This  busi- 
ness of  redevelopment  is  one  that  will  be  faced  with  many  difficulties, 
many  hurdles,  which  you  gentlemen  will  have  to  take,  and  which  all  of  those 
interested  in  the  business  of  redevelopment  —  rebuilding  blighted  areas 
and  slums,  will  have  to  take.    And  it  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  an 
effort  should  be  made  from  the  very  beginning  to  attempt  to  arrive  at  the 
general  agreement  among  those  interested  in  the  idea,  as  much  general 
agreement  as  is  possible.    If  that  is  done  it  will,  of  course,  lessen  the 
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opposition,  and  it  will  unite  the  people  who  are  behind  the  idea. 

And  so,  my  second  suggestion  is  that  an  effort  be  made  from  the  very 
beginning  to  placate  the  fears  of  the  people  in  that  neighborhood,  and  to, 
by  the  use  of  all  the  resourcefulness  that  you  and  the  other  people  who  are 
interested  in  the  application  of  this  plan  have,  to  prepare  a  fair  and  equit- 
able plan  and  to  attempt  by  every  means  possible  to  unite  all  the  different 
groups  in  the  City  behind  that  plan. 
Thank  you, 
(Applause, ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Thank  you,  Mr,  Erskine, 

I  have  the  last  proponent,    This  gentleman  is  a  proponent  with  reserva- 
tions.   He  is  here  representing  the  San  Francisco  Ministerial  Alliance, 
Reverend  William  Turner,  of  222k  Bush  Street, 

REVEREND  WILLIAM  TURNER :  Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors:  May  I  ask,  first,  if  Reverend  Haynes  is  in  the  house?  Be- 
cause he  was  the  gentleman  that  was  supposed  to  — 

Is  Reverend  Haynes  here?    If  he  is,  will  he  please  come  forward? 

(Whereupon  Reverend  Haynes'  presence  was  acknowledged  by  Chairman 
MacPhee.) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Doctor  Haynes  was  a  candidata  for  supervisor. 
We  had  the  opportunity  of  seeing  a  lot  of  each  other. 

REVEREND  TURNER:     He  has  the  information,    Hc  may  be  an  opponent: 
I  don 1 t  know, 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    If  you  are  for  it,  it  is  all  right  for  you  to 
speak.    If  you  are  for  it,  you  will  be  the  last  one  of  the  proponents,  and 
if  you  are  against  it,  you  will  be  the  first  one  of  the  opponents.  Proceed, 

REVEREND  F.  D,  HAYNES:    Mr,  MacPhee,  Gentlemen,  aid  ladies  and  gentle- 
men:   With  some  reservations,  we  are  for  and  against  the  proposed  Act, 

Listening  to  the  statements  presented  by  the  several  speakers  preceding 
me,  I  would  rather  speak  as  an  opponent  at  the  time  being.    So,  if  it  is 
all  right  with  you,  I  should  like  to  come  back  in  a  few  moments. 

Chairman  MacPHEE:    Start  now,  because  we  have  completed  those  who  are 
here  representing  organizations  in  favor, 

REVEREND  HAYNES:     Thank  you, 

I  am  here  representing  the  Ministerial  Alliance  of  San  Francisco, 
representing  more  than  70  per  cent  of  a  minority  group  in  this  particular 
area.    We  are  tremendously  concerned  as  to  the  working  ability  of  this 
plan,  as  to  whether  or  not  the  displaced  persons  from  this  particular  area 


will,  when  they  arc  onco  displaced,  —  will  they  have  the  sane  opportunities 
to  return? 

A  number  of  the  members  of  the  Alliance  are  planning  churches,  and  many 
awn  churches  during  the  present  time,  in  this  particular  area.    It  is  of 
vital  interest  to  us  as  to  whether  or  not  the  parishioners  will  be  able  to 
return  to  this  area,  and,  if  so,  if  the  rental  bracket  will  be  of  such  that 
will  be  able  to  return  to  live  in  this  particular  area,  as  they  arc  now 
living. 

The  second  point  that  I  would  like  to  raise,  gentlemen  cf  the  Board, 
has  to  do  with  another  issue  that  I  am  sure  that  many  ox  you  have  listened 
to  with  interest,  and  that  is  that  private  interests  will  build  their 
churches  in  this  particular  area.    If  private  interests  will  finance  this 
church,  or  these  churches,  we  have  the  feeling  of  insecurity,  as  members 
of  the  minority  races  or  groups  here  in  this  City.  We  arc  not  so  sure  that 
private  interests  will  arrange  the  rentals  so  that  those  cf  us  who  are 
now  living  in  this  particular  area  will  be  able  to  return  and  rent  as  we 
are  now  living. 

,j-he  other  idea  that  1  would  like  to  present  at  this  time:  whether  or 
not  the  churches  designed,  from  Franklin  to  Webster  and  from  Geary  to 
McAllister,  in  this  particular  area  —  a  statement  came  forth  from  the 
Planning  Commission  some  time  ago  that  certain  churches  would  be  given 
special  recognition,      I  don't  know  whether  you  gentlemen  have  given 
srious  study  to  the  statement,  but  only  three  churches  were  mentioned; 
and  in  this  particular  area  there  are  several  churches,  and  the  question 
we  would  like  to  raise  here  tonight:    Will  there  be  provisions  made  for 
these  churches  that  are  now  there,  and  other  structures  that  are  being 
planned?    Whether  this  over-all  picture  will  allow  introduction  of  these 
churches  in  this  particular  area. 

These  are  some  of  the  questions  the  San  Francisco  Ministerial  Alliance 
would  like  to  know. 

(Applause, ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPKEE:     lhank  you,  Doctor  Haynes.    I  will  point  out  to  you 
at  this  time  no  project  area  has  been  set  upj  until  such  time  as  the  area 
is  set  up,  I  don't  hink  any  of  us  will  know  the  answer  to  that  question, 

I  would  like  to  take  a  two-minute  recess  at  this  time*     I  am  informed 
if  I  don  t  that  the  gentleman  who  is  keeping  a  shorthand  record  will  be 
unable  to  continue.    So  we  will  call  the  rest  of  this  off  the  record, 

(Discussion  off  the  record,) 
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(Whereupon  a  recess  was  taken  for  two  minutes,) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Ladies  and  gentlemen,  I  hope  you  have  all  had  a 
chance  to  get  better  acquainted, 

I  want  to  now  call  on  the  gentleman  in  opposition  to  the  proposal,  also 
a  very  fine  young  man,  with  whom  we  have  enjoyed  a  lot  of  pleasure,  a  can- 
didate for  supervisor,  here  representing  the  Business  and  Professional 
Alliance  of  San  Francisco,  from  2085  Sutter  Street,  Mr,  Ulma  Abels, 

Mr.  Abels, 

MR.  ULMA  A.  ABELS;    Mr*  MacPhee,  and  members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
I  would  like  for  my  position  to  be  clarified.    My  approach  is  somewhat  as 
the  others  have  been,  but  I  am  assuming  that  these  conditions  that  the  others 
have  put  forth  will  not  be  met,  so  therefore,  I  am  on  the  opposition. 

Now,  if  these  conditions  are  met  with,  then  I  am  no  longer  on  the  op- 
position. Being  a  member  of  the  Western  Addition,  I  can't  afford  to  be  as 
objective  about  this  as  those  who  don't  live  there, 

I  knovf  I  have  heard  a  description  of  the  Western  Addition  by  the  dis- 
trict attorney's  office,,  and  by  the  Honorable  Senator  O'Gara,  and  I  know 
that  the  real  estate  agents  wore  somewhat  surprised  to  hear  that  the  pro- 
perty that  they  had  been  selling  at  such  exorbitant  prices  was  so  dilapi- 
dated in  the  Western  Addition, 

(Applause  and  laughter.) 

MR.  ABELSs    And  the  Western  Addition's  property  has  been  sold  for 
twice,  and  three  times,  its  value.    So  that  is  where  the  real  problem  would 
arise  when  the  redevelopment  began,  because  if  the  property  is  taken  by 
eminent  domain,  and  the  property  taken  at  actual  value,  you  will  find  that 
the  property  worth  $6,000  was  purchased  at  about  a  year  ago  for  $18,000. 

(Applause  and  laughter, ) 

MR,  ABELS:    I  am  wondering  what  we  are  Scing  to  do  in  that  situation, 

I  want  it  to  bo  very  well  understood  I  am  in  favor  of  this  improvement, 
I  think  the  City  should  bo  beautified,  too,    But  while  a  student  at  U.S.F, 
I  was  always  taught  that  in  order  for  the  end  to  be  good,  the  means  to  the 
end  had  to  be  good,    I  was  wondering,  "Would  the  means  be  good,  considering 
the  circumstances  in  the  Western  Addition?" 

I  think  we,  in  the  Western  Addition,  pay  a  higher  rent  than  is  paid 
in  any  other  district  in  San  Francisco,    So  the  problem  is  going  to  hit  us 
very  hard,     I  know  Mr,  MacPhee  asked  us  not  to  be  emotional  about  this  thing, 
but  removing  the  roof  from  over  my  head,  I  can't  help  it« 

(Applause  and  laughter,) 


MR.  ABELS:  I  would  like  to  give  a  very  simple  illustration:    A  person 
bought  a  piece  of  property,  and  paid  $12,000  for  it.    We  know  the  actual 
value  is  about  $6,000.    He  paid  $3*000  dwn,  and  he  signed  a  couple  of  pro- 
missory notes  to  pay  a  balance  of  $9j000o    All  right.    The  redevelopment 
began,     Hie  property  is  appraised  at  $6,000.    He  loses  $3*000,  and  still  is 
obligated  to  pay  the  balance  on  those  promissory  notes,  and  is  still  without 
a  hone. 

So  that  is  going  to  be  a  very  big  problem  when  the    redevelopment  begins. 
The  objections  and  conditions  that  have  been  enumerated  before  are  the  same 


ones  that  I  have  in  mind,  so  I  won  t  endeavor  to  go  over  them  at  this  time. 
I  would  like  to  say  this:     that  I  am  somewhat  like  Reverend  Haynes  — 
pretty  much  concerned  with  the  private  enterprise  stepping  in  and  redeveloping 
this  area.     It  is  going  to  cost  a  pretty  penny  to  redevelop  this  area,  and 
I  doubt  if  the  rent  could  be  low  enough  to  attract  those  that  have  been  dis- 
placed to  return  back.    So  I  think  that  if  the  Government  is  going  to  sub- 
sidize private  enterprise,  they  should  also  subsidize  the  parties  to  be  dis- 
placed, 

^hank  you  for  listening, 

(Applause  and  laughter.) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE :     Shank  you. 

I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  answer  a  few  points  that  Mr.  Abels  brought 

up. 

First,  that  the  property  to  be  taken  over  by  the  City  in  the  event 
that  the  project  area  eventually  is  declared,  and  that  the  City  finally 
determines,  after  these  long  series  of  hearings,  the  consideration  of  the 
plans,  and  as  the  Act  provides,  when  the  people  in  the  area  have  been  given 
an  opportunity  to  have  other  adequate  rental  quarters  at  comparable  rent  — 


when  all  of  that  is  done,  finally,  the  people  who  own  property  in  the  area 


are  entitled  to  a  fair  market  price  for  the  property.  And  at  that  point  I 
would  like  to  say  to  you  I  am  in  the  real  estate  business  myself.    I  don't 


any  of  those.     The  question  I  want  to  point  out  to  you  is  merely  that  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  —  the  basis  of  my  experience  in  s  even 
years  at  the  City  Hall  —  always  pays  a  very  fair  price  for  property,  I 


could  be  accused  of  not  being  very  fair  to  its  people,  and  I  will  defy  anyone 
to  take  a  contrary  step. 

.Aside  from  that,  we  will  go  on,     Tnose  who  are  in  opposition!,  repre- 


havc  any  sales  over  in  that  area.     Those  s 


ales  sound  good,  but  I  don  t  make 


don  t  recall  of  any  case  in  seven  years  with  the  City  in  which  the  City 
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senting  the  National  Lawyers  Guild,  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  ordinance, 
Mr.  Dudley  T.  Shearer,  of  300  Montgomery  Street. 
Mr,  Shearer, 

MR.  DUDLEY  T.  SHEARER:    I  t*  MacPhce,  and  ladies  and  gentlemen  J 
(Whereupon  Mr,  Shearer  read  into  the  record  a  report  headed  "BEFORE 
THE  BOARD  OF  '.SUPERVISOR^  CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO.     Statement  of 
National  Lawyers  Guild,  San  Francisco  Chapter,  in  Opposition  to  Proposed 
Ordinance  No*  5253 „") 
(Applause, ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    We  are  not  going  to  get  any  place.    We  mil  be  here 
all  night  applauding  each  other.    Let's  proceed  in  an  orderly  fashion,  as 
we  did  when  we  started  out, 

( App laus e  an d  laught  er . ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:     Let's  have  no  applause  from  anyone, 

I  wonder  if  we  might  have  that  copy.    Did  we  get  that  copy?    We  want 
to  have  all  the  information  we  can  have.     That  is  the  purpose  of  the  'meeting, 
I  do  think,  however,  it  is  important  to  point  out  that  we  are  proceeding 
not  according  to  the  way  the  Lawyers  Guild  tells  us,  but  according  to  the 
way  the  City  Attorney  lays  out  our  procedure,  and  he  says,  "You  have  to 
take  this  step  by  step,"    The  gentleman  made  reference  to  the  fact  that 
the  Community  Redevelopment  C Qmmd.tr tee  has  not  even  been  appointed.  That 
is  true.     The  lav/  tells  us  that  we  cannot,  until  we  have  held  this  meeting. 
Wo  are  trying  to  follow  an  orderly  procedure. 

Just  one  comment:    that  this  Redevelopment  Agency  can  go  ahead  and 
do  all  these  things.    He  might  have  mentioned  the  fact  — 

SUPERVISOR  LEWIS :    I  have  this  question:  — 

Will  you  come  up  here,  Mr,  Shearer? 

How  many  members  have  you  in  your  organization? 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE s    Would  you  care  to  answer  that  question,  sir? 

SUPERVISOR  LEWIS:     This  is  not  to  argue.    I  just  want  to  know  as  a 
factual  matter  for  myself, 

MR,  SHEARER:     I  am  a  member  of  the  executive  committee.     I  can't 
say  the  exact  number,  but  approximately  150, 

SUPERVISOR  LET/IS:    Was  there  a  vote  taken  among  the  150  lawyers  to 
support  the  statement  here  tonight? 

MR.  SHEARER:     I  can't  answer  that. 

SUPERVISOR  LEWIS:     Thank  you,  sir. 

CIL2IRMAN  MacPHEE :     The  next  gentleman  is  the  chairman  of  the  San 
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Francisco  CIO  Housing  Committee,  represented  by  Mr.  H,  A.  Steingart. 

C_   i  •=:a"-" - — -rt; 

Mr.  Steingart. 

Mr.  H.  A.  STEINGART:    Mr.  Chairman,  ladies  and  gentlemen:    I  have  before 
me  a  statement  here  on  the  position  of  the  San  Francisco  CIO  Council;  I 
am  the  Chairman  of  the  CIO  Housing  Committee. 

(Whereupon  Mr .  Steingart  read  into  the  record  a  report  headed  "San 
Francisco  CIO  Council  Statement  Before  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  Pro- 
posed Ordinance  Declaring  the  Western  Addition  District  a  Blighted  Area, 
by  H  arry  A.  Steingart,  Chairman,  Housing  Committee.) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Representing  the  Independent  Progressive  Party  of 


California,  opposed,  to  the  measure  as  it  now  stands,  Doctor  Goosby. 

DR.  Z.  I.  GOOSBY:    Mr,  MacPhee,  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  ladies  and 
gentlemen : 

(Whereupon  Dr.  Goosb.y  read  into  the  record  a  report  of  the  Independent 
Progressive  Party  of  California.) 

DR.  GOOSBY:    We  are  all  in  favor  of  urban  redevelopment  —  of  an 
urban  redevelopment  plan  —  but  are  definitely  opposed  to  the  ordinance  as 
it  no"w  stands.    We  are  sure  the  people  themselves,  the  people  in  this  area, 
would  be  willing  to  wait  a  few  months,  perhaps  even  years,  in  order  to 
protect  their  homes  and  way  of  life,  to  be  sure  now  before  they  get  started 
that  the  plan  will  be  acceptable  to  them  right  down  the  line.  Therefore, 
.the  Independent  Progressive  Party  of  California  is  opposed  to  the  passage 
of  this  bill. 

(Applause. ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:     Doctor  Carlton  B.  Goodlett. 
Is  Do  ctor  Goodlett  present? 

DR.  CARLTON  B.  GOODLETT :    Yes,  I  am  Dr.  Goodlett. 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Doctor  Goodlett,  representing  ^he  M  ational  Associ- 
ation for  the  Advancement  of  Colored  People. 

DR.  GOODLETT:    Mr.  MacPHEE:    Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and 
ladies  and  gentlemen:     Over  a  period  of  years  the  National  Association  for 
the  Advancement  of  Colored  People  has  been  interested  in  the  problem  of 
housing  for  all  American  citizens.    In  San  Francisco  we  recognize  the 
seriousness  of  the  problem.    We  agree  that  the  Western  Addition  is  a  blight- 
ed area  that  should  be  rebuilt.    We  also  wish  to  point  out  that  the  Western 
Addition  of  San  Francisco  is  the  most  democratic  area  in  our  community;  it 
is  really  an  example  of  democracy  in  action. 

It  so  happens  that  over  a  period  of  years  this  association,  along 


with  such  organizations  as  tho  CIO,  Council  for  Civic  Unity,  and  others, 
has  been  fighting  to  see  that  democracy  is  implemented,. 

At  the  beginning  of  our  organization,  as  we  look  back  on  the  history 
of  urban  redevelopment,  we  find  that  we  have  been  fighting  all  along  the 
way.    You  will  recall  that  during  the  fight  in  the  State  Legislature  this 
association,  with  these  other  organizations,  asked  that  certain  definite 
guarantees  be  written  into  the  law  to  protect  the  rights  of  minority  citi- 
zens, and  to  guarantee  that  public  housing  would  be  available  so  that  per- 
sons of  low  income  groups  could  enjoy  theprivileges  gn joyed  by  others.  We 
lost  at  this  period  of  the  game.    Everyone  said,  "■'•his  is  not  the  time 
to  talk  about  such  projects," 

We  came  to  the  local  association,  the  San  Francisco  Commission,  pre- 
sented oar  problems,  and  once  again  were  told  f,Ahis  is  not  the  time." 

It  is  our  belief  that  urban  re development,  as  envisioned  in  this 
law,  is  not  adequate.    We  feel  that  it  is  undemocratic,  because  of  the 
fact  it  places  the  burden  upon  the  minority  people  to  carry  the  burden, 
to  see  that  their  rights  are  protected.    We  are  asking  that  certain 
guarantees  be  written  into  the  law. 

It  occurs  to  me  that  as  we  go  along  the  way  fighting  for  democracy, 
in  too  many  instances  groups  say  to  us,  "  his  is  not  the  time,"  I 
happen  to  be  a  person  who  is  pathological  and  psychological  3  I  feel  we 
should  not  compromise  on  basic  issues^  and  I  feel  that  this  plan  should 
not  be  implemented  until  we  nave  a  basic  law  that  is  good. 

Now,  the  association,  as  it  looks  upon  thQ-.law  as  written,  and  as  it 
is  to  be  implemented,  feels  that  the  difference  between  the  proponents 
and  the  opponents  is  this t    Some  people  say,  "Let's  go  into  this  thing 
and  revise  it  after  we  take  this  step,"    Experience  has  taught  minority 
peoples  that  if  we  don't  start  out  right  we  might  not  end  up  right, 

(Applause, ) 

DR.  GOODIE TT:    And  I  say  that  we  should  temporize  a  bit;  that  we 
should  wait  until  a  law  is  written  that  guarantees  to  all  American  citi- 
zens those  fundamental  rights  that  democracy  advocates,    I  feel  that 
there  should  be  written  into  the  lav/,  on  the  local  level,  certain 
guarantees  that  racial  distinctive  covenants,  which  are  now  known  as 
^Gentlemen's  Agreements,"  will  not  be  placed  on  lands  developed  under 
eminent  domain.    Moreover,  I  think  that  a  city  looking  to  the  future, 
after  it  condemns  this  land,  after  it  once  becomes  the  property  of 
the  people,  should  not  sell  the  land  for  5>9  per  cent  of  the  value,  but 
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they  should  lease  it  so  that  100  years  from  now  the  City  should  not  have 
to  r;o  through  the  business  of  re-acquiring  property  that  they  have  given 
away. 

Moreover,  I  think  there  should  be  certain  definite  guarantees  given 
to  persons  displaced  that  they  would  have  first  choice  to  return.    A  great 
plea  has  been  made  for  housing,  and  the  association  is  on  record  as  en- 
dorsing the  full  implementation  of  full  housing  procedures  and  the  develop- 
ment of  this  particular  area. 

I  think,  in  closing,  that  we  might  say  that  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  being  a  land  of  about  h2  square    miles,  has    a  moral  obli- 
gation to  recognise  the  fact  that  you  cannot  take  86,000  people  out  of 
one  neighborhood  and  put  then  in  another  neighborhood.    It  seems  to  me 
that  they  will  have  to  be  allowed  the  first  choice  of  coming  back  to  the 
area  that  we  anticipate  redevelopment  in.    The  way  the  N.A.A.C.P,  looks  at 
this,  we  have  been  forced  to  assume  a  rear  guard  action.    We  will  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  implementation  of  it  until  we  are  convincee  that  it 
is  a  democratic  act.    We  are  interested  in  a  first-class  citizenship, 
first-class  living  conditions  for  all  Americans,  irrespective  of  race, 
color  and  creed. 

(Applause. ) 


CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Representing  the '  Communist  Party  of  San  Francisco, 
against  the  Redevelopment  Act,  Mr.  Harry  Williams,  9h2  Market  Street, 

MR.  HARRY  WILLIAMS:    Mr.  Chairman,  and  gentlemen  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors,  and  ladies  and  gentlemen:     The  Communist  Party  is  against 
this  bill  for  the  simple  reason  that  it  is  a  piece  of  legislation  for 
the  benefit  of  the  realty  interests  of  this  City,  where  they  use  the 
public  funds  to  condemn  the  property  and  the  City  will,  in  turn,  sell 
it  back  to  the  realty  interests  at  5>0  percent. 

Now,  nothing  has  boon  said  here  about  the  people  here  and  their 
place,  and  where  they  are  going  —  these  people  that  are  being  removed. 
We  have  heard  a  lot  of  highfalutin'  talk  about  blighted  areas  and  the 
question  of  crime,  communism,  and  the  other  irrelevant  questions,  Tn 
this  connection  it  means  that  these  people  will  bo  moved  fromthis  area  and 
be  sent  into  garrets,  basements,  and  Hoovervilles. 

There  is  a  piece  of  commong  gossip  around  the  City  Hall  that  "We 
want  to  get  rid  of  the  Negro  population  in  this  City,"  and  this  is  one 
of  the  very  good  and  legal  and  gentlemanly  v:ays  of  doing  this, 

Now,  what  is  the  purpose  of  redevelopment?    If  there  was  a  purpose, 
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a  true  purpose  of  redevelopment,  and  replacing  and  rehousing  the  low  in- 
come people  and  the  minority  groups,  that  would  be  one  thing,  but  I  re- 
member several  years  ago  in  this  City,  when  we  were  speaking  about  public 
housing,  where  this  same  sort  of  debate  went  on.    There  was  property  the 
City  could  have  bought  at  a  very  low  price  at  that  time  and  redeveloped  it, 
namely,  the  Calvary  Cemetery. 
(Applause, ) 

MR.  WILLIAMS:    On  my  return  from  the  Army  I  went  by  the  Calvary 
Cemetery  and  I  was  greeted  by  a  large  sign,  ,,This  area  is  fully  restricted," 
All  restrictions.    And  upon  inquiring  I  found  the  restrictions  were 
against  Negroes,  Orientals,  and  Jews.     This  is  what  some  people  who  are 
in  the  City  Hall  today  would  do  with  this  district,  just  what  they  did  with 
the  Calvary  Cemetery  project. 

There  are  also  people  in  theCity  Hall  today  who  are  having  a  finger  in 
this  urban  redevelopment  who,  not  so  long  ago,  were  representing  interests 
which  were  circulating  petitions  to  put  restrictive  covenants  on  various 
areas  in  the  City.      I  hear  it  is  impossible  for  a  Negro  person,  or 
poor  person,  to  find  a  decent  home,  hotel  room,  or  apartment  house,  in 
the  fair  City  of  San  Francisco. 

With  all  due  respect  to  the  Honorable  Senator  0TGara,  the  question 
of  communism  has  nothing  to  do  with  this,  and  bringing  desirable  resi- 
dents back  into  the  City  of  San  Francisco  will  not  be  done  this  way, 
I  want  to  quote  from  "The  City  Beautiful,"  put  out  by  the  Planning  Commis- 
sion on  San  Francisco  Redevelopment, 

Here  they  say  that  the  tenants  in  redeveloped  neighborhoods  will 
pay  rent  varying  from  $25*00  to  —  from  $15,00  to  $25.00,  before  it 
was  clear.    Now,  the  other  80  per  cent  of  the  tenants  formerly  lived  in 
the  East  Bay  and  Marin  County  and  on  the  Peninsula,  and  also,  if  you 
will  recall,  the  people  here  who  have  been  following  the  press,  there 
has  been  quite  a  bit  of  talk  on  the  part  of  the  real  estate  interests 
in  this  City  about  bringing  desirable  residents  back  into  the  City,  and 
it  reminds  me  of  Mayor  Rossi,    He  said  that  there  was  a  Negro  invasion 
of  this  City,  and  he  wanted  it  stopped. 

Well,  at  this  point,  this  invasion  is  being  stopped  by  very  gentle- 
manly efforts,  very  cool  and  calm  and  coldly  throwing  people^  over  80,000 
people,  out  into  Hoovervilles  and  slums,  and  no  juvenile  delinquency  or 
social  ills  will  be  cured  by  moving  the  poor  out  into  other  districts, 
or  to  the  hills,  or  around  the  railroad  tracks  and  Hoovervilles,  and 
moving  the  wealthier  people  into  this  area. 
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And  this  is  the  main  reason  the  Communist  Party  stands  against  this  and 
•will  fight  it  tooth  and  nail. 


CHAIRMAN  MacPHKE:    Representing  the  Real  Estate  Owners  and  Lessees  Apart- 


sition  to  the  measure, 

ME.  CHARLES  A.  CHRISTIN:    Mr.  MacPHEE,  and  Honorable  Members  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors,  and  the  fellow  citizens:    I  came  in  here  rather  open- 
minded  tonight,  to  find  out  Ytfhat  was  going  on,    I  want  to  be  fair  about  this 
thing. 

Ssn  Francisco,  from  my  point  of  view  as  a  taxpayer,  and  also  heading 
groups  which  have  a  vital  interest  —  we  have  a  very  serious  housing  short- 
age, and  I  take  it,  the  figures  being  true?  that  80,000  people  will  be 
mrved  overnight,  or  over  a  short  period  of  time,  to  some  place,  and  I  don't 
know  where.    I  can't  find  apartments  for  anybody,  even  now.     These  good 
people  here  believe,  according  to  the  proponents,  that  they  will  find  com- 
parable housing  in  San  Francisco  to  house  them  while  this  project  is  being 
developed  over  a  period  of  years.    It  isn't  true|  it  isn't  here. 

Secondarily,  I  want  to  say  this;    If  this  plan  is  going  to  be  taken 
over  at  a  price  —  whatever  the  good  people  paid  for  that  property  in  compe- 
titive markets  —  now,  under  the  laws  of  America  they  must  get  back  what 
they  paid  for  it,  or  a  reasonable  market  value.    If  you  buy  that  land  in 
this  area  at  the  reasonable  market  value,  and  the  present  cost  of  building, 
including  material  and  labor,  I  think  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  and  the 
people,  should  know  about    vhat  it  would  cost  the  good  people  to  go  back 
to  where  they  are  being  put  out  of.    It  can't  be  done, 

(Applause, ) 

MR,  CHRISTIN:    You  can't  say  that  you  shall  take  a  piece  of  property 
for  $12,000  or  $18,000  and  pay  the  man  the  land  value,  which  would  be  around 
$10,000,  demolish  the  building,  and  put  back  an  equal  number  of  houses,  with 
the  present  costs  of  the  land.    You  have  got  to  give  the  man  for  the  land 
what  he  paid  for  it;  you  have  got  to  go  to  the  building  market,  and  nobody 
is  going  to  be  the  good  angel  to  put  up  thousands  of  dollars,  even  though  - 
they  can't  go  backj  they  can't  do  it  for  the  price  they  are  paying  now. 

Speaking  purely  from  a  personal  taxpayer's  point  of  view,  if  you  are 
going  to  pay  for  this  property  at  the  market  value,  either  a  private  sale 
or  by  condemnation,  you  owe  these  ladies  and  gentlemen  a  fair  value,  and 


Thank  you. 


(Applause, ) 


Mr  ,  Charles  A,  Christin,  in  oppO' 


and  you  are  going  to  soil  it  to  somebody  for  50  cents  on  the  dollar,  I  suppose 
the  good  taxpayer  is  going  to  pay  the  other  50  cents. 
(Applause. ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Please,  ladies  and  gentlemen  —  it  is  20  minutes  past 
10:00.    I  want  to  give  everybody  a  chance  to  be  hoard, 

MR.  CHRISTIN:    Speaking  for  the  long-lost  animal,  the  taxpayer,  I  pro- 
pose, on  behalf  of  the  taxpayers  —  I  do  not  want  to  pay  that  50  percent 
difference.    And  another  thing  I  want  to  say,  you  are  going  to  do  three  things 
You  are  either  going  to  give  it  to  private  industry,  and  private  industry  is 
going  to  get  the  fair  return,  four  per  cent,'  five  percent,  or  not  going  to 
go  into  it. 

No,  2:    If  private  industry  goes  in  there,  it  is  new  construction,  and 
there  will  be  no  OPA,    They  arc  going  to  charge  whatever  the  traffic  will 
bear. 

(Applause. ) 

MR.  CHRISTIN:    No.  3*    You  are  going  to  have  public  housing. 

Now,  about  that,  if  you  are  going  to  build  housing  with  public  money 

and  rent  it  for  cost,  and  I  am  going  to  pay  the  override,  I  want  to  know 

about  that. 

(Applause.) 

MR.  CHRISTIN:    No.  U:    If  these  people  think  they  are  going  to  go  back 
and  buy  that  land  and  put  on  a  house  —  they  haven't  got  the  money,  unless 
they  borrow  the  money.    You  are  going  to  have  the  ladies  and  gentlemen  going 
to  the  big  investment  trusts.    The  big  investment  outfits  buy  it,  buy  the 
block,  and  they  arc  going  to  build  it,  and  they  arc  going  to  charge  you 
what  the  traffic  will  bear. 

(Applause.) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Please,  ladies  and  gentlemen.    We  started  out  — 
let's  refrain  from  the  applause, 

MR.  CHRISTIN:    If  this  Board  will  tell  me,  and  these  good  people,, 
specifically  what  they  arc  going  to  do  there,  where  you  are  going  to  put  them 
when  they  are  out  of  there. 

No.  2,  what  is  it  going  to  cost  them  to  go  back? 

No.  39  I  say  it  is  embryonic,  it  is  specilative,  it  is  premature,  until 
you  get  the  thing  solved  and  let  us  know  what  it  is  all  about. 

In  other  words,  as  a  member  of  the  Apartment  House  Association  of 
San  Francisco,  I  say,  "Wait  a  minute, " 

Thank  you, 

(Applause.) 
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CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:     Thank  you.    We  want  all  that  information,  too.  We 
are  obliged  to  go  step  by  step,  according  to  what  the  City  Planning  Commis- 
sion and  the  City  Attorney  tells  us.    We  must  proceed,  however. 

Wo  have  another  speaker,  representing  the  Citizens  Committee  for  Tax 
Control,  in  opposition  to  the  measure,  from  1)325  Geary  Boulevard  —  Arnold 
S.  Gridley. 

MR.  ARNOLD  S.  GRID  LSI:    Mr.  Chairman^  ladies  'and  Gentlemen*  ^d  Members 
of  the  Board:    Our  Honorable  Chairman  mentioned  tonight  that  there  were  post- 
cards sent  out  in  the  Western  Addition  to  have  all  those  lovely  people  to 
come  down  here.    I  happen  to  live  out  in  the  Richmond  District,  and  I  repre- 
sent apartment  house  owners,  the  small  owners,  some  veterans,  and  nobody 
sent  any  card  out  to  the  Richmond  District.    This  is  something  here  that 
concerns  the  entireCity  of  San  Francisco.    We  have  a  tax  problem.  Nobody 
said  how  much  this  thing  is  going  to  costj  nobody  said  that  maybe  these 
planners  are  going  to  get  a  million  and  a  half  or  two  million  dollars  to 
start  out  with 

Ladies  and  gentlcmn,  and  Chairman  of  the  Boardj    This  situation  is 
serious.    I  sold  a  lot  of  property  in  that  blighted  area.    I  want  the  best 
we  can  give  our  citizens  and  our  City.     This  problem,  the  situation,  the 
way  it  is  being  handled,  bringing  the  horse  before  the  cart,  is  not  the  demo- 
cratic way  of  handling  the  situation.    It  seems  like  there  is  going  to  be 
big  fees,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  and  Members  of  the  Board,    We  have  to  spend 
a  hundred  thousand  or  a  million  dollars  to  build  homes  to  put  the  people  in. 
What  else  could  it  amount  to?    There  is  no  area  in  San  Francisco,  or  in  our 
adjacent  area,  that  we  can  put  them.    Sure,  if  we  took  one  block,  or  two 
blocks,  at  a  tme,  the  sound,  sensible  way  of  doing  it  —  but  some  of  these 
planners,  with  their  visionary  ideas,  to  spend  a  million  and  a  half  here, 
and  another  million  for  some  plans,  and  wanting  to  go  and  try  to  take  the 
whole  area  —  not  make  the  streets  straight  up  and  down,  but  make  them  curved, 
ladies  and  gentlemen. 

This  is  really  serious.     The  taxpayers  of  San  Francisco  right  now  — 
the  average  home  ovmer  is  paying  fifteen  or  twenty  dollars  a  month  for  their 
home,  and  many  a  veteran  and  policeman  and  fireman  in  San  Francisco  that  is 
hard-pressed  to  pay  their  taxes"  today,  at  the  way  they  are  right  now,  ladies 
and  gentlemen.    This  isn't  something  to  be  kicked  around  like  a  football. 
If  this  million  and  a  half  or  two  million    that  the  planners  are  going  to 
get  is  going  to  automatically  increase  our  taxes,  it  can't  help  it.  What 
will  they  do?    Throw  us  a  bond  issue? 
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Nevertheless,  our  taxes  are  definitely  going  UP»  situation  could  be 

handled  a  little  differently.    We  don't  have  to  go  into  these  big  expensive 
plans;  we  don't  need  all  these  engineers  from  back  East,  and  those  people, 

(Applause. ) 

MR,  GRIDLEY:    Vfe  know  our  problems  out  here;  wc  know  we  have  a  problem 
in  this  area  that  right  at  the  present  time  there  is  no  need  for  expensive 
ideas. 

Some  of  the  plans  that  have  been  drawn  found  one  building  alone  would 
cost  over  a  million  and  a  half  dollars,     This  is  a  visionary  plan.  Those 
people  have  tt>  be    housed.    Nobody  has  ever  come  out  with  a  concrete  plan; 
no  concrete  plan  has  been  submitted. 

If  I  wanted  to  build  a  house,  would  I  give  a  contractor  —  say,  "here's 
my  lot;  go  ahead  and  build  it,"    That  is  what  our  honorable  chairman  said 
tonight  that  our  city  attorney  tells  us,  that  we  have  to  take  one  step  at 
a  time.    Maybe  he  can  change  that  plan.    After  all,  he  has  changed  his  mind 
before;    maybe  he  can  change  it  again.    Maybe  we  can  get  some  kind  of  a 
logical,  workable  plan  here,  instead  of  saying  "We  have  to  start  something," 
That  is  not  the  democratic  way  of  doing  business, 

lou  people  in  San  Francisco  know  that  our  taxes  are  plenty  high,  and 
this  project  here  that  is  under  way  — -  and  that  there  are  so  many  big 
citizens,  for  some  reason,  want  to  push  this  through  and  throw  it  down  the 
taxpayers'  throat  without  giving  them  a  definite,  workable  plan. 

Members  of  the  Board,  I  am  definitely  against  it,  and  all  of  the  tax- 
payers that  I  represent  are  definitely  against  it,  and  if  the  Board  comes 
back  with  a  workable  plan,  we  will  back  it  up  100  per  cent, 

Thank  you, 

(Applause,) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    I  have  a  card  here.    Sorry  I  don't  have  the  com- 
plete information  on  it.    The  gentleman's  name  is  apparently  Mr,  R,  Underling, 
of  68J4  McAllister  Street. 

(No  response,) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    He  didn't  give  any  representation, 
I  guess  he  has  possibly  left. 

We  have  one,  two,  three,  four,  five  more  cards  representing  indivi- 
duals. 

Are  you  satisfied  that  all  of  the  people  who  have  represented  organi- 
zations have  had  a  fair  hearing  and  have  been  given  an  opportunity  to 
be  heard?    Do  you  think  it  was  handled  fairly? 
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(No  response,) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Anyone  else  representing  any  organization  that  has 
not  been  heard  from  desiring  to  be  heard  at  this  time? 
(Wo  response.) 

CliAIRMAN  McPHEE:    If  not,  I  just  have  five  more  speakers  who,  apparently 
are  opposed  to  it,  and  I  would  like  to  take  another  two  minutes,  if  you 
don't  mind.    You  can  renew  acquaintance  for  just  a  brief  minute  or  two,  and 
we  willcome  right  back  and  take  up  with  the  five  names, 

(Whereupon  a  recess  was  taken  for  two  minutes.) 


CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Ladies  and  gentlemen,  we  are  ready  to  go  again,  and 
the  first  card  I  have  is  from  Mr.  P.  Woodman sic,  of  310  Kearny  Street, 


^yeffi^  He  is  against  the  measure*    Ho  is  ataxpayer.  The 

privilege  di  the  floor  is  extended  to  Mr,  P.  Wbodmansie,  310  Kearny  Street* 
Mr,  Woodmansie, 

MR,  F,  WOODMANSIE:    Mr,  President,  Members  of  the  Board:    I  am  opposed 
to  this,  to  the  Board  taking  any  steps  tonight,  for  reasons  that  have  already 
been  mentioned,  namely,  it  is  embryonic,    I  am  the  owner  of  three  pieces  of 
property  in  this  district,    I  would  like  to  know  —  I  would  like  to  know 
just  what  appraisals  would  be  made  on  that  property.    I  would  like  to  know 
where  the  tenants  that  have  been  in  those  properties  for  15  and  20  years  — 
where  they  are  going,  and  whether  they  can  come  back.    And  I  know  full  well 
that  they  can't  come  back  when  a  redevelopment  takes  place,  with  the  cost 
of  building  today. 

The  plan  is  embryonic  and  visionary  at  this  moment,  and  I  don't  be- 
lieve that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  should  put  their  stamp  on  a  visionary 
idea.    But  I  d:>  believe  in  the  redevelopment  when  a  concrete  plan  has  been 
given  to  the  people,  so  that  we  will  know  where  we  stand. 

Thank  you. 

(Applause , ) 

G&1IRMN  MacPHEE:     The  next  speaker  is  Mr.  M,  A.  NorthruD,  1371  Fulton 
Street,  an  individual  representing  himself, 

^T\£_^JL^  ^ 

Mr.  M,  A.  Northrup,  1371  Fulton  Street.    Is  Mr.  Northrup  here? 
(No  response.) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Mr,  Northrup  apparently  is  not  here.    We  mil 
call  him  again. 

An  individual,  against  the  proposition,  Mr.  L,  T,  Masterson,  11)90 
Golden  Gate  Avenue, 
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MR.  L.  T.  MASTER ON:    Hello  Senators,  Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors: 
Politicians  are  supposedly,  according  to  the  theory  of  democracy,  to  be  the 
servants  of  the  people.    Wo  all  remember  Mayor  Robinson's  trip  back  East, 
Who  did  Mr,  Robinson  speak  to?    Where  did  he  Get  these  brilliant  ideas? 

I'll  tell  you:    He  conferred  with  some  of  the  executives  of  the  Pru- 
dential Life  Insurance  Company,  and  the  Metropolitan  Life  Insurance  Company! 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEHJ:     I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  say  that  this  Act  came 
into  effect  long  before  Mr.  Robinson  came  into  office 0 

MB.  MASTERSON:  I  haven't  finished  yet. 

Now,  they  talk  about  the  Western  Addition  being  the  blighted  area. 
What  about  Chinatown,  where  the  tuberculosis  rate  in  the  City  is  the  highest? 
What  about  South  of  Market,  folks? 

(Applause  and  laughter.) 

MR.  MASTERSON:    Folks,  stop  and  thinkl     The  Market  Street  Railway  was 
put  over  in  grand  old  style.    Who  got  paid  off?    The  Market  Street  Railway 
stockholders  got  paid  off  a  million  and  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  I 
Don't  forget  those  things. 

What  about  the  Spring  Valley  Water  Company,  where  they  robbed  the  City 
and  robbed  the  taxpayers,  and  then  turned  it  over  to  P.  G.  and  S,  in 
Alameda  County? 

Ultimately,  all  taxes  are  paid  by  the  working  man.    Don't  forget  that. 

These  people  are  there  because  your  public  officials  were  not  true  to 

i 

the  people  that  put  them  in  office,    Don  t  be  fooled,  people  of  San  Fran- 
cisco.     They  say  they  pay  the  taxes.    When  the  working  man  buys  his  quart 
of  mile  for  his  baby,  he  pays  the  taxes.    Or  on  a  loaf  of  bread,  or  when  he 
pays  the  rent. 

Labor,     They  want  to  now  make  labor  return  their  own  land  —  to  kick 
them  off  of  a  nice  site,  where  they  are  going  to  build  multimillion- 
dollar  hotels  for  the  members  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

If  the  people  don't  watch  the  sapling,  the  sapling  of  democracy  grows 
into  a  tree  of  tyranny I 

What  about  the  old-age- pensioners  who  are  getting  $60.00  a  month? 
Thousands  of  people  live  in  this  area  and  can't  afford  to  pay  more  than 
$15.00  or  $20*00  for  the  kind  of  conveniences  they  have  got.    And  they 
can*t  find  -these  same  conveniences  anywhere  else.    About  17  per  cent  of  the 
people  in  this  area,  and  the  f  amilies  in  this  are,  have  about  $100,00  a 
month  income,  and  about  35  per  cent  of  the  people  in  this  area  have  an  income 
of  less  tham  $2,100  a  month,    Whero  are  they  going  to  move? 
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These  landlords  who  have  increased  the  rentals  on  these  buildings  as 
much  as  seven  and  eight  hundred  percent  in  some  cases,  and  never  even  put  a 
paint  brush  on  them,  never  even  repaired  the  plumbing,  never  even  paid  a  day 
of  union  wages  to  any  working  man  —  these  are  the  people  that  want  to  try  to 
kick  labor  off  to  the  side  so.  that  the  more  plutocratic  can  come  in. 

What  I  agree  with,  people  of  San  Francisco,  is  that  the  politicians  should 
be  redeveloped. 

(Applause  and  laughter.) 

MR.  MASTERS ON:    I  am  not  a  Communist.     The  fact  of  the  matter  is  I  heartily 
disagree  with  any  kind  of  a  totalitarian  state,    I  see  in  this  measure  the 
same  kind  of  measures  that  came  forth  with  Hitler  and  all  of  his  fellow  wor- 
kers.   Hitler  was  elected  to  office,  and  he  had  the  approval  —  he  had  social 
s  ecurity,  better  housing,  youth  authority,  joy  movement,  and  all  kinds  of 
things  like  that,  and  he  had  a  bunch  of  puppets,  just  like  these  politicans, 
to  tell  the  people  that  "We  are  going  to  make  it  better  for  you,  but  first 
we  have  got  to  call  in  the  whole  world.    We  arc  going  to  use  the  coolies 
of  China.'1 

(Applause, ) 

MR.  MATERSON:    So  I  say,  Americans,^  if  you  don't  want  to  go  the  way 
of  the  people  of  Japan,  Germany  and  Italy,  watch  your  politicians.     The  only 
one  that  is  not  a  bad  one  is  the  one  that  is  in  a  pine  boxj 

(Applause  and  laughter.) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    I  wonder  if  that  gentleman  —  I  wonder.     Is  your 
name  Louis  Thomas  Masters on? 

MR.  MA.S TERSON :     I  am  sorry;  my  name  is  L.  T.  Masterson, 

CHAIRMMAN  MacPHEE:     I  am  sorry,  sir,    I  apologize. 

The  record  will  show  that  Mr.  Masterson  spoke  before  the  Board. 

Edward  Z.  Levds,  Jr.,  who  wishes  to  speak  in  favor  of  the  ordinal  ce, 
khO  Bryanft  Street, 

Mr.  Lewis. 

(No  response.) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Is  he  here?    Is  Mr.  Lewis  Here? 

MR.  EDWARD  Z^JJEWIS/  JR.  :  Mr.  Chariman,  Members  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors,, ladies  and  gentlemen:  I  think  we  have  come  a  long  ways  from  the 
subject  this  evening,  I  come  here  to  speak  in  favor  of  this  measure,  I 
find  tchat  I  can't  answer  some  of  the  remarks  made  by  recent  speakers.  I 
find  that  some  of  the  remarks  made  by  the  earlier  speakers  in  opposition 
to  this  measure  I  have  a  good  deal  of  sympathy  with, 
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I  don't  think  that  we  are  going  to  get  anywhere  by  asking  opinions  of 
the  opposition,  in  this  case,  extended  everywhere  from  the  property  owner 
to  the  Communist  Party*    I  fehink  the  principal  thing  that  concerns  us  all 
in  this  measure  is  the  question  of  what  will  happen  to  the  people  who  will 
be  displaced. 

Many  of  us  who  are  in  favor  of  this  measure,  many  of  the  organizations 
who  havo  expressed  themselves  in  favor  of  the  measure,  expessed  themselves 
that  way  only  with  the  stipulation  that  adequate  safeguards  would  be  written 
into  the  measure,  or  understood  to  safeguard  all  the  interests  of  those 
people  involved,  including  the  property  owners,  the  taxpayers,  and  those 
people  who  live  in  this  area,  for  which,  I  feel,  this  measure  and  the  whole 
Community  Redevelopment  Act  was  passed  by  our  Legislature. 

I  think  we  have  to  take  the  first  step  and,  as  one  gentleman  said,  he 
didn't  know  that  he  said  it,  thought  we  were  putting  the  "horse  before  the 
cart,"    I  feel  that  we  always  have  to  take  the  first  step,  and  we  should 
have  the  horse  in  front  of  the  cart.    It  is  the  only  way  we  can  proceed. 
Anyway,  the  horse  has  to  take  the  first  step. 

So,  I  say,  as  an  individual  who  is  in  favor  of  this  measure,  I  will 
be  in  favor  of  it  only  provided  that  the  ordinance  should  bo  amended  to 
include  safeguards  for  the  people  who  are  in  the  area,  so  that  they  may 
move  back  into  it  without  any  discrimination  of  race,  color,  or  national 
origin, 

I  believe  that  other  organizations  who  have  endorsed  this  have  ex- 
plained the  same  thing,    I  think  that  is  the  basic  question  that  appeals 
to  everyone  in  the  house  tonight, 

I  am  a  taxpayer  in  San  Francisco,    I  feel  that  the  interests  of  all 
of  the  citizens  of  San  Francisco  transcends  the  tax  interest.    I  know  that 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  will  not  take  any  steps  that  would  settle  this 
with  a  tax  that  would  far  exceed  the  bounds  of  our  ability  to  pay,  but 
I  want  to  see  a  first  step  taken  toward  offering  better  housing  to  the 
people  who  live  in  these  areas,  and  to  giving  relief  to  the  rest  of  us  who 
don't  live  within  these  areas,  from  the  tax  burden  that  falls  upon  us  to 
offer  the  services  that  are  required  to  maintain,  or  try  to  maintain  that 
situation, 

Thank  you. 

Chairman  McPhee:     Thank  you  very  much. 

The  next  gentleman  is  Paul  E.  Rhodine,  722  Duboce  Avenue.    Ke  is 
opposed  to  the  measure. 


MR.  PAUL  E.  RHODINE:    Mr.  MacPhee  and  members  of  the  Board:    I  am  a 
taxpayer.    I  got  one  of  these  cards  that  you  mailed  out  to  7,000  people, 
I  thought  I  would  come  down  and  take  a  look  in  to  see  the  way  things  are, 
and  listen  to  see  what  you  were  all  doing.    Doggone,  I  get  down  here  and 
here  a  lot  of  things,  and  it  makes  me  v/onderi    One  fellow  said  it  reminded 
him  of  a  lot  of  curves. 

Well,  a  few  years  ago  I  was  out  driving  in  Nebraska,  and  you  know, 
there  is  a  let  of  level  count ry  out  there.     The  highway  engineers  were  out 
building  a  road.    One  place  is  straight  as  an  arrow,  yet  they  put  in  two 
sweeping  curves.    I  stopped  and  said,  "Well,  how  come,  when  you  have  a  level 
land,  ob  you  have  to  put  in  great  big  curves  like  this?"    He  cooked  his 
foot  up  on  the  fence,  pulled  up  a  sprig  of  straw.    He  said,  "Well,  son," 
he  said,  "some  day  you1 11  learn.    Any  darned  fool  can  put  a  road  in  a 
straight  line,  but  it  takes  a  highway  engineer  to  put  a  curve  in." 

It  may  be  it  s  the  same  thing  right  here.    We  got  a  lot  of  city 
planners,  a  lot  of  other  guys,  that  are  getting  a  lot  of  money  out  of  this. 
Maybe  we  have  got  some  of  those  here.    Anyhow,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
best  way  to  get  around  the  thing  would  be  to  make  a  straight  line.    If  we 
are  going  to  have  redevelopment  in  this  area  in  which  we  7,00  0  property 
owners  live,  and  from  which  you  get  our'  taxes  to  pay  your  supervisors' 
neasly  two  hundred  salaries,  we  want  to  be  consulted  in  this  thing.  We 
would  like  to  have  you  take  a  vote  on  itj  not  just  have  a  public  meeting. 
Let  us  have  our  say,  more  than  just  coming  up  here  and  spelling  off  a 
little  baloney  and  listen  to  some  more  baloney  from  somewhere  else, 

(Applause  and  laughter,) 

MR.  RHODINE:    I  have  just  been  wondering,  as  I  sit  here  listening 
to  all  this  —  the  supervisors  are  supposed  to  be  men  with  open  minds,  and 
supposed  to  consider  a  little  bit  what  the  taxpayers  feel  and  thinkj; 
supposed  to  be  honest  politicians.    Of  course,  the  politic an s,  you  know, 
they  are  kind  of  a  funny  lot,    Ihey  get  it  in  the  neck  every  which  way, 
They  try  to  do  good,  and  somebody  has  got  something  to  criticize,  They 
will  try  to  do  bad  —  which  way  can  you  turn?    BBut  I  wonder,  is  there 
any  choice  in  the  matter  at  all?    Have  you  supervisors  .  really  got  your 
mind  already  made  up,  and  are  you  determined  that  this  urban  redevelopment 
project  is  going  to  go  through,  and  ive  poor  suckers  haven't  got  a  chance? 
I  don' t  know, 

(Applause  and  laughter.) 

MR.  RHODINE:     I'll  leave  it  to  you  to  decide,  but  it  ^eems  to  no  - 
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I  have  been  listening  to  it  all  —  this  thing  is  getting  to  be  quite  a 

project.    You  have  got  all  the  plans,  and  everything,  lined  out.    We  poor 

guys  that  are  gathered  here  are  the  guys  that  own  this  property,  and  of  course, 

we  have  tenants.     They  help  to  pay  for  our  property.     That's  all  fine.  We 

like  our  tenants.    I  don't  think  the  biggest  majority  of  us  have  charged 

undue  rent,  or  anything  like  that.    It  is  pretty  sad,  with  what  we  are  getting. 

But  what  is  this  thing  going  to  do  to  us  who  own  the  property  and  are 
getting  the  income?    Seems  to  me  that  it's  going  to  be  used  sort  of  as  a  poli- 
tician's blackjack  to  crack  us  in  the  head  and  tell  us  "Well,  now,  you  boys 
that  are  property  owners,  you're  going  to  go  out,  and  somebody  else  is  coming 
in  and  take  over  this  property,  and  you're  going  to  have  to  be  tenants,"  In 
other  words,  you  are  using  us  as  a  political  blackjack  to  rob  us  of  our 
income,  and  if  we  haven't  got  any  income,  maybe  we'll  pay  rent  to  —  who  was 
it  —  they  said  Metropolitan  Life  Insurance  Company,  or  Prudential,  or  some- 
one like  that,  I  don1 t  know. 

Let's  see  what  other  notes  I  got  here.    Gosh,  it's  only  scribbled  down 
on  the  back  of  an  envelope,  the  one  that  my  dentist  sent  me« 

If  the  politicians  raise  the  taxes,  how  can  I  pay  my  dentist. 

One  fellow  brought  up  the  subject  of  when  the  City  fathers  take  over 
this  property  and  condemn  it  so  they  ca  turn  it  over  to  real  estate  interests, 
what  evaluations  are  they  going  to  get  out  of  it?    Well,  maybe  it's  going 
to  kind  of  work  out  like  this  :    A  guy  goes  dorm  and  buys  himself  a  house. 
The  real  estate  agent,  when  he  sold  it  to  him,  says,  "Here's  a  dandy  piece 
of  proerty,  A-l  shape,  no  termites,  no  nothing.    It  will  last  for  99  years. 
$12,000,  please." 

So  tlie  poor  sucker  has  got  three  thousand  bucks  to  lay  down,     liat  leaves 
him  $9,000,    So  he  goes  to  his  banker  and  asks,  "How  about  this?"  The 
banker  goes  out  and  takes  a  look  at  it  and  says,  "Well,  I'll  tell  you,  John 
Doe,  I  can  loan  you  .|:>li,000  on  the  first  mortgage." 

0,  K,     So  he  gets  $3'3000    on  the  second  mortgage.    But  when  it  comes  then 
to  f  nding  out  how  much  evaluation  this  property  is  worth  when  they  go  to 
pay  for  it  on  condemnation  proceedings,  they'll  say,  like  the  banker,  "Give 
you  ^oiijOOO."    Who  gets  stuck  for  fehe  rest?    I  can't  afford  that  kind  of  loss. 
Maybe  some  of  the  other  guys  can. 

Well,   I  don  t  know.    I  noticed  something  on  this  sheet  that  we  got  when 
we  came  in.    I  believe  it  says  here  i.n  this  second  paragraph,  and  in  the 
first  line,  "^his  Act  recognizes  that  there  exists  in  many  communities  blighted 
areas  whrich  constitute  social  or  econonflic  liabilities," 
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They  have  been  doing  a  lot  of  talking  tonight  about  the  minority 
groups.  Could  they  infer,  by  any  chance,  that  the  colored  people  who  live 
in  this  area  are  social  liabilities?    Would  any  of  you  s ay  that  George 
Washington  Carver  has  been  a  social  liability?    Would  any  of  ycu  say  — 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Let  me  take  the  opportunity  of  cutting  anybody 

off, 

Sir,  I  think  you  are  getting  all  out  of  reason.    There  have  been  no 
such  inferences  here.    You  have  been  very  unfairj    Have  been  allowed  a  lot 
oifl  leeway^  and  I  ask  you  now  to  conclude  What  you  have  to  say, 

MR.  RHODINE:     Thank  you,  sir.    It's  just  thoughts  that  I  have  been 
listening  to,  what  has  been  going  on.    And,  of  course,  maybe  one  isn't 
supposed  to  think,  but  that's  all  right.     Thank  you  sir, 

(Applause  and  laughter.) 

-     ~  :  ?  j 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:     1  would  suggest  we  hear  now  from  Mr.  Cecil  F.  Poole, 
attorney-at-law,  1805>  Fillmore  Street. 

MR.  CECIL  F.  POOLE;    Mr.  Chairman,  and  Members  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors, and  ladies  and  gentlemen:    My  opposition  to  the  measure  as  it  stands 
before  us  tonight  is  somewhat  like  the  proponents  had  in  the  earlier  part 
of  the  evening,     I  have  a  qualified  opposition, 

I  am  certainly  heartily  in  favor  of  the  idea  of  redeveloping  what  I 
consider  to  be  one  of  our  worst  areas,  from  the  point  of  view  of  housing 
conditions  and  the  need  of  the  population  there.    My  big  concern  is  not  over 
the  question  of  whether  or  not  wo  should  have  a  redevelopment,  but  whether 
or  not  this  urban  redevelopment  is  going  to  proceed  along  the  lines  that 
we  think  are  in  accord  with  what  we  always  call  our  democratic  principle, 

I  am  not  one  of  those  persons  who,  for  a  minute,  b  olieves  that  the 
originators  of  urban  redevelopment,  and  its  present  sponsors,  are  a  group 
of  visionaries.    I  think  the  men  who  sat  down  and  thought  this  thing  out 
are  pretty  cold  minded,    I  think  they  thought  out  what  they  considered  to 
be  a  sincere  plan  for  improving  our  condition.    Also,  I  am  aware  that  in 
taking  this  kind  of  astand,  even  qualified  opposition  to  urban  r edevelopment, 
that  one  runs  into  strange  bedf cllows j  one  finds,  for  example  as  has  been 
commented  upon  earlier  this  evening,  that  you  have  your  representatives  from 
the  Apartment  Owners1  Association  teamed  up  with  the  members  of  the  Communist 
Party,     That^  to  me,  seems  to  be  one  of  the  fine  things  of  this  meeting 
here  tonight,  and  that  is  like  any  democratic  forum  should  be.     There  is 
opportunity  for  every  person  to  come  and  speak  his  mind, 

I  would  very  much  be  in  favor  of  urban  redevelopment,     I  would  say 


that  I  think  a  large  number  of  persons  with  whom  1  am  acquainted  would  pro- 
bably say  they  would  heartily  endorse  this  proposal  by  the  Board  of  Super- 
visors if  they  felt  they  could  have  assurance  that  urban  redevelopment  was 
going  to  proceed  along  generally  fair  lines,  insofar  as  the  treatment  of 
all  the  people  affected  by  urban  redevelopment  is  concerned*    I  think  that 
some  of  the  recommendations  that  were  made  hero  earlier  this  evening,  that 
were  introduced  into  the  record,  containing  specific  proposals  to  implement 
this  plan,  would  go  far  to  safeguard  the  things  for  which  I  contend  now, 
but  I  an  afraid  —  and  1  say  this  with  all  due  respect  to  the  leaders  who 
passed  the  Act,  and  for  the  present  constituency  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors, ~ 
that  there  is  very  little  serious  effort  going  to  be  made  to  see  that  im- 
plementation proceed  along  the  linos  that  will  really  have  teeth. 

It  doesn't  mean  very  much  if  you  get  up  and  make  a  statement  about  our 
good  intentions,  unless  we  are  willing  to  go  to  bat  for  the  things. 

I  have  seen  the  effect  of  development  by  private  investors  in  other 
cities,  and  I  am  a  little  bit  concerned,    I  don't  call  names;  I  don't  want 
to  criticize,  because,  perhaps,  maybe  we  are  wrong  in  this  case,  but  I  have 
seen  what  happened  to  the  great  Rivcrton  Project  in  New  York  City,  which 
was  undertaken  with  a  plan  similar  to  the  one  here  discussed  tonight,  and 
I  am  afraid  no  matter  how  beautiful  the  houses  may  be,  no  matter  how  ade- 
quate, no  matter  whether  it  docs  put  a  better  roof  over  the  head  of  persons 
who  once  lived  in  blighted  areas,  that  there  is  a  large  measure  of  de- 
mocracy lost  when  we  plan  beautiful  houses,  and  don't  plan  to  build  up 
democracy  at  the  same  time. 

That,  ladies  and  gentlemen,  is  why  I  am  opposed  to  urban  redevelopment 
in  its  present  form,    A  qualified  opposition,  I  said,  because  I  want  to  be 
shown  that  when  urban  redevelopment  becomes  a  fact,  there  will  actually  be 
some  protection  given  to  the  people  of  San  Francisco  without  regard  to  race, 
color  or  creedj  that  they  will  have  an  opportunity  to  apply  for  housing 
based  upon  their  need,  based  upon  their  previous  occupancy  of  these  areas, 
and  based  upon  the  fact,  first  and  foremost,  that  they  are  not  Japanese 
or  Negroes,  or  even  poor  whites,  but  American  citizens  in  the  City  of 
San  Francisco, 

Thank  you, 

(Applause, ) 

CHAT KMAN  MacPHEE:    I  have  held  out  the  last  card  that  I  have.  That  will 
be  the  last  speaker.    He  says  he  could  be  either  way, 

Before  I  call  upon  the  last  speaker,  I  do  want  again  to  take  this 
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opportunity  of  thanking  you  for  being  such  a  grand  audience'.    I  want  to 
assure  you  —  and  I  speak  for  all  of  the  members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  — 
when  I  tell  you  they  came  here  tonight  to  listen,  and  do  not  have  any  pre- 
ccived  idea.    It  is  their  policy  to  listen  to  what  goes  on,  to  get  a  better 
picture  of  the  entire  program;  to  better  understand  it.     Then,  to  take  a 
position  on  it.    And  I  think  that  is  all  you  can  expect  of  your  public 
officials. 

The  last  speaker  is  Mr,  W.  J.  Burn,  12k  Pierce  Street,  who  says  he  is 
a  private  owner  and  could  be  either  way, 
Mr,  W.  J.  Burn,  12k  Pierce  Street, 

MR,  W,  J.  BURN;    Mr,  Chairman,  Members  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors, 
ladies  and  gentlemen;    Most  everytiiing  has  been  mentioned  that  could  be 
mentioned  about  this  project.    But  I  am  sure  that  the  people  of  San  Francisco 
are  for  the  betterment  of  their  fair  city.    We  must,  however,  be  assured, 
as  taxpayers,  that  we  are  going  to  be  treated  fairly,    I  am  sure  that  those 
gentlemen  sitting  up  there  donTt  hope  to  treat  any  of  the  citizens  of 
San  Francisco  unfairly,  but  there  is  somebody  that  is  apt  to  ,;ot  hurt  in 
this  little  deal  —  might  he  you,  and  might  be  me  —  so  let's  not  be  too 
fastj  let's  not  jump  at  this  thing  too  fastj  let's  not  say  that  it  will  be 
just  so.    We  have  some  of  the.  owners  that  are  found  to  be  hurt.    We  have 
little  things  like  this;    Where  they  are  going  to  develop  this  area  the  CPA 
took  over  —  they  took  places  that  were  rented  —  people  were  able  to  rent 
these    places  at  a  low  figure,  and  the  City  officials  —  I  don't  know  whom  to 
blame  for  this  —  the  OPA,  or  whoever  did  it  —  allowed  them  to  put  in  five, 
six,  seven  tenants  in  a  small  place,  with  kitchen  privileges.     That  doesn't 
give  the  owner  a  chance. 

Of  course,  we  can't  go  over  that;  that  is  a  wartime  provision. 

Now  we  have  got  coming  up  something  for  the  future,    I  am  in  the  building 
game,  too,    I  have  helped  fix  up  17  houses  since  the  strike,  and  put  founda- 
tions under  them,  Where  the  termites  had  eaten  them  —  seme  in  that  district, 
some  South  of  Market,  and  some  up  in  the  avenues.     They  are  all  over  the  city, 
not  only  in  this  district.  But  there  should  be  some  way  derived  where  all 
people,  in  the  whole  of  San  Francisco,  can  be  benefited  by  this,  and  may 
the  owners  be  benefited,  and  not  private  concerns? 

Thanks  very  much, 

CHAIP1IAN  MacPHEE:     Thank  you. 

Do  you  want  to  address  the  Board? 

A  VOICE:  Yes. 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE;    Speak  your  name  into  the  microphone,  name  and 
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address, 

MR.  ROBERT  MOODY:    Robert  Moody,  Fillnorc  Street, 

Mr,  MacPhco,  Supervisors,  and  citizens  of  San  Francisco;    I  have  been 
in  San  Francisco  only  for  a  period  of  eight  months ,    I  have  been  confronted 
with  the  problem  of  San  Francisco,  particularly  in  the  Fillmore  District, 
and  what  I  have  seen  within  that  period  of  time  has  been  enough  to  convince 
me  of  the  fact  that  someone  needs  to  let  their  representatives  in  the  City 
Hall  know  just  what  is  going  on. 

Now,  this  idea  of  redeveloping  the  Fillmore  District,  or  whatever 
district  you  have,  is  fine.     I  am  a  hundred  percent  for  it.    Yet,  at  the 
same  time,  there  are  some  things  that  ml    —  just  putting  up  fine  homes  - 
and  what  I  make  reference  to  is  to  the  educating  of  our  young  men  and  young 
women;  instead  of  spending  millions  and  millions  of  dollars,  let's  start 
to  build  up  beautiful  men  and  woenn,  with  whom  we  can  walk  down  the  street 
and  feel  proud, 

I  have  been  in  'Frisco  —  I  worked  at  the  Swife  packing  house.  Owing 
to  illness  I  was  forced  to  leave  the  job,  and  since  that  time  I  have  con- 
centrated upon  doing  what  I  could  to  help  develop  the  people  in  San  Fran- 
cisco, irrespective  of  whether  they  were  white,  black,  green,  or  blue. 

So,  to  the  supervisors,  I  would  to  read  this  thought  of  my  own,  which 
I  wrote  as  writing  is  my  busines  — 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    I  wonder  if  you  might  leave  that  with  our  Clerk 
and  let  the  reading  go, 

MR.  MOODY;     I  ?;as  just  going  to  road  this,  and  then  I'll  stop. 

I  am  dedicating  this  partiular  number  to  San  Francisco,  to  the  Board 
of  Supervisors, 

Whereupon  Mr,  Moody  read  into  the  record  a  poem  written  by  himself. 
CHAIRMN  McPHEE;    Mr,  Newburgh,  do  you  want  the  floor? 
MR.  CARROLL  NEWBURGH:     I  would  like  to  a  sk  the  privilege  of  the  floor 
to  ask  one  question, 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE :    Mr.  Carroll  Newburgh. 

MR,  NEWBURGH :    I  an':  speaking  as  an  individual,    I  would  like  to  ask 
this  particular  question:     In  the  Redevelopment  Act  it  states  that  the 
present  property  owners  within  the  area  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
taking  part  in  a  redevelopment  progran  .     I  would  like  to  ask  this  que  stion: 
Back  of  the  guests  there  is  a  model  project.  Will  the  —  and  also  may  I 
say,  in  the  pamphlet  that  has  been  put  out  by  the  Planning  Commission  - 
will  the  individual  property  owners  have  the  opportunity  of  buying  back 
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from  the  City  at,  if  the  Board  of  Supervisors  so  desire,  a  50  per  cent  re- 
duction in  the  price  of  the  land?    And  also,  will  they  have  an  opporunity 
of  taking  part  in  a  development  like  this  that  is  presented  to  the  people? 

CMH5A&N  MacPHEE:     Ihe  Act  provides  that  the  property  owners  in  the 
area  are  given  the  first  opportunit^r,  before  any  redevelopment  can  take 
place,  given  the  first  opportunity  to  assemble  together  and  present  a  plan 
for  their  own  redevelopment  in  the  area  to  the  Planning  Commission  for  the 
recommendation  of  the  Board,     lhat  is  the  law.     The  law  is  equally  explicit, 
there  must  be  comparable  rental  facilities  available,     That  comes  long  after 
the  other  steps  have  been  taken, 

MR.  NEViBURGH:    Not  on  an  individual  basis? 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE;    Mot  on  .an  individual  basis, 

MR,  NEWBURGH:    In  other  words,  the  individual  property  owner  will  lose 
his  rights  unless  he  forms  a  holding  corporation  to  lay  out  a  project,  is 
that  correct? 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    It  is  not  true.    As  has  been  explained  by  Senator 
O'Gara,  the  project  area  is  an  area  within  the  redevelopment  project,  some- 
thing like  this  shape  here,  this  being  a  redevelopment  area,  is  considered 
available  for  redeveloping.    Now,  in  that  area  there  may  be  many  project 
areas.     The  first,  it  may  start  off  here  (indicating),  it  may  start  dovm 
here.     This  may  take  25  years  to  do  the  job  of  rebuilding,     It  will  develop 
as  a  project  by  a  two-thirds  vote  after  the    other  people  in  the  area  are 
given  —  the  people  in  that  particular  project  area  are  given  —  the  first 
chance  to  assemble  together  and  present  a  plan  for  redevelopment  of  the 
area,  and  if  they  present  a  plan  that  can  be  worked  out  they  are  given  the 
first  opportunity  so  to  do, 

MR,  NEl'TBURGH ;    May  I  say,  as  you  know,  that  generally  speaking  I 
have  been  in  favor  of  urban  redevelopment  — .  of  the  urban  redevelopment 
bill,  but  the  part  that  does  worry  me  as  an  individual  and  as  a  property 
owner  is  this:     that  from  all  the  plans  that  I  have  seen  up  to  date  — 
and  that  goes  back  from  September,  19hS9  when  I  went  to  the  Legislature 
with  you  —  all  the  plans,  generally  speaking,  are  of  a  taass  housing  type, 
and  it  is  my  worry  that  you  may  not  intentionally  take  away  property  from 
thousands  of  individual  taxpayers,  small  property  owners  —  take  away  that 
land  and  turn  it  over  to  one  holding  corporation. 

Secondly,  you  may  not  realize  it,  but  if  you  have  1|0  or  50,  or  30 
individual  property  owners  per  block,  those  30  or  those  hp  individual  owners 
definitely  keep  many  individual  people  in  business.     They  keep  hP  or  50 
separate  plumbers,  separate  painters,  separate  insurance  men  -—  in  other 
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words,  it  covers  the  whole  field  of  business,  business  that  depends  on 
many  ownerships  of  property  in  this    City,  and  I  think  that  you  should 
think  very  seriously  before  you  turn  any  of  this  property  over  to  one  cor- 
poration who  does  business  out  of  its  own  one,  shall  we  say,  office,  and 
does  not  spread  a  business  over  many,  many  individual  operators  of  small 
businesses  within  this  City, 

I  think  you  have  got  another  angle  that  you  must  protect,  and  that  is 
the  small  business  men  who  depends  on  many  property  owners  to  exist. 

Thank  you  very  much, 

(Applause, ) 

CHAIRMAN  MacPHEE:    Mr,  Newburgh,  you  and  I,  of  course,  agree  on  what 
you  s  aid.    We  have  repeatedly  agreed  that  is  the  best  way  to  proceed  if 
we  possibly  can,  and  we  are  certainly  all  leaning  toward  that, 

(Whereupon  it  was  moved  by  Supervisor  Mancuso,  seconded  by  Supervisor 
John  J,  Sullivan,  that  the  Board  of  Supervisors  rise  and  report.  Motion 
carried, ) 

(Whereupon  Supervisor  George  Christopher  resumed  the  duties  of 
President  of  the  Board.) 

President  Christopher:  A  motion  has  been  made  and  passed  that  we 
rise  and  report. 

We  are  now  sitting  again  as  a  Board  of  Supervisors, 

(  Whereupon  it  was  moved  by  Supervisor  Mead,  seconded  by  Supervisor 
Hallcy,  that  action  be  deferred  on  the  matter  of  Bill  No,  5253  until  the 
first  meeting  in  the  month  of  July.) 

SUPERVISOR  MEAD:    K  m  informed  that  the  first  Monday  in  July  is 
over  a  holiday  period.    Apparently  there  will  not  be  a  meeting  on  that  day, 

PRESIDENT  CHRISTOPHER:    Mr.  Mead  withdraws  his  motion. 

(Whereupon  it  was  moved  by  Supervisor  Mead,  ssconded  by  Supervisor 
Halley,  that  action  be  deferredon  the  matter  of  Bill  No.  5253  until  the 
second  Monday  in  July.  Motion  carried,) 

PRESIDENT  CHRISTOPHER:    I  will  now  entertain  a  motion  to  adjourn. 

(Whereupon  it  was  moved  by  Supervisor  John  J,  Sullivan,  seconded 
by  Supervisor  Mancuso,  that  the  meeting  adjourn.      Motion  carried.) 

(Whereupon,  at  11:20  o'clock  p.m.,  the  meeting  adjourned,) 


Letters  or  Excerpts  from  Statements 
submitted  for  the  record  at  the 
Public  Hearing, 

Proponents; 

District  Attorney  -  Community  Redevelopment  Secti 

of  Ihird  Housing  Report 

Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars 

Booker  T,  Washington  Community  Center 

Opponents: 

National  Latvyers'  Guild 
C,  I.  0,  Housing  Committee 
Independent  Progressive  Party 

Other  letters  submitted  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
pertaining  to  the  ordinance; 

Community  Chest  June  1«  19hS 

Associated  Home  Builders  June  19  19U8 

Business  &  Professional  Alliance    June  2,  19 

California  College  of  Chiropody     June  8,  191$ 

Japanese  American  Citizens  League, June  2k,  191*8 

League  of  Women  Voters  June  2Q3  119)48 

Sen  Francisco  Ministerial  Alliance  July  9,  19h& 


District  Attorney  -  Community  Redevelopment  Section  of  Third  Housing  Report 

B,  URBAN  REDEVELOPMENT  RE  COME  NATIONS 
Hie  Community  Redevelopment  Act,  enacted  by  the  Legislature  in  19 
represents  the  hoped  for  mechanism  eventually  to  replace  our  slums  with 
decent  and  healthful  housing.    Only  preliminary  studies  have  been  made  in 
San  Francisco  to  determine  whether  or  not  the  act  can  be  applied  to  eliminate 
our  slums. 

The  District  Attorney  has  analyzed  the  preliminary  reports  made,  and 
makes  certain  recommendations  in  this  report.     These  recommendations  are  not 
as  criticisms  of  the  work  of  any  other  public  or  private  agency.     They  are 
designed  solely  for  the  purpose  of  a  frank  evaluation  of  all  efforts  made 
to  date. 

In  November,  19h7,  the  San  Francisco  Planning  and  Housing  Association 
published  a  report  entitled  "Blight  and  Taxes",    This  report  compared  two 
neighborhoods  in  San  Francisco,  one  the  Marina  and  the  other  the  Geary- 
Fillmore  District,  more  commonly  known  as  a  part  of  the  Western  Addition, 
The  conclusion  of  this  splendid  contribution  was  that  it  would  be  cheaper 
for  the  people  of  San  Francisco  to  completely  eradicate  the  Western  Addi- 
tion and  to  rebuild  it  with  new  and  modern  living  accomodations  rather  than 
to  permit  the  continued  existence.     The  basis  for  this  conclusion  lies  in 
the  fact  that  the  fire  protection,  police  service,  public  health  and  wel- 
fare contributions  required  for  that  district  are  out  of  all  proportion 
to  the  rest  of  the  city  when  costs  are  compared.    From  an  economic  point 
of  view,  the  position  is  well  taken,  as  it  is  always  cheaper  in  the  long 
run  to  subsidize  a  good  sound  investment  rather  than  one  which  can  only 
become  worse  with  the  passage  of  time* 

The  Planning  Commission's  long  awaited  report  on  the  Western  Addition 
was  published  in  December,  19k7»     '-Die  analysis  of  the  area,  which  included 
the  six-block  section  surveyed  by  this  office  was  most  complete.  However, 
the  report  throws  into  sharp  focus  certain  difficulties  and  barriers  to 
the  plans  for  the  complete  destruction  of  a  large  part  of  housing  faci- 
lities of  the    Western  Addition  and  their  complete  replacement  with  new 
modern  apartment  buildings,     Tnese  barriers  must  be  met  with  constructive 
action,  else  they  shall  become  insuperable. 
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A  quote  from  bhe  letter  whereby  the  report  was  transmitted  to  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  will  point  out  these  difficulties, 

"The  City  Planning  Commission  is  fully  aware  that,  owing  to  the 
e:cbrcmely  high  cost__of  construction  and  inflated  site  costs, 
combined  with  the  extreme  shortage  of  housing,  any  redevelopment 
program  would  bo  unusually  difficult,  if  not  impracticable,  to 
undertake  at  the  present  moment."  (Underscore  added) 
Analysis  of  each  of  the  factors  which  makes  any  redevelopment  program 
$t  the  present  time  doomed  to  failure  is  believed  necessary  in  order  to 
clarify  thinking  on  the  proposals  of  the  Planning  Commission, 

lhe  first  difficulty  is  the  extremely  high  cost  of  construction,,  The 
figure  accepted  by  the  Planning  Commission  as  being  a  fair  estimate  of 
inclusive  construction  costs  for  the  apartment  projects  proposed  in  the 
report  is  $12,00  per  square  foot.    The  room  cost  based  upon  such  a  figure 
is  believed  to  be  about  $3,527.     This  amount  does  not  include  the  cost  of 
acquiring  the  sites  or  the  cost  of  site  preparation.    The  total  cost  of 
all  the  apartments  exclusive  of  sites  or  site  preparation  is  $141,639,68 5. 

The  last  figures  referred  to  above,  while  based  upon  191+7  estimates, 
are  still  probably  as  good  as  can  be  computed  today,     Tesizimony  presented 
to  the  O'GaraCommitteeof  the  State  Legislature  vras  to  the  effect  that 
costs  would  rise  in  191+7  over  the  19 1+6  basis  with  no  estimate  as  to  what 
would  occur  in  191+3, 

Since  total  costs"  of  a  project  of  this  nature  must  directly  affect 
rents  to  be  charged  to  the  future  occupants,  it  is  necessary  to  examine 
all  factors  which  go  to  make  up  the  total  cost  of  such  a  project.  Pages 
1+7  to  51+  of  the  Plaining  Commission  s  Report  are  concerned  with  a  detailed 
breakdown  of  the  total  costs  of  such  a  project.    Careful  examination  shows 
that  the  total  cost  of  acquiring  the  land  included  in  the  proposed  project, 
including  land  to  be  held  in  public  ownership  for  streets,  schools,  parks, 
playgrounds  and  the  like  has  been  estimated  at  about  $11,000^000.  The 
monthly  rent  per  room  to  be  charged  to  occupants  has  been  computed  to  be 
between  $31.31+  and  $25.88, 

Private  enterprise,  which  will  build  these  apartments,  will  charge 
rents  based  upon  its  costs.    These  costs  include  sites  actually  occupied 
by  the  structures  to  be  erected  and  such  areas  adjacent  thereto  as  are 
needed  or  desired.    Nowhere  does  it  appear  in  the  Plaining  Commission's 
Report  as  to  whether  alternative  plans  for  site  utilization  were  considered. 
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The  proposed  site  developments  call  for  ten-story  reinforced  concrete 
apartment  structures,    A  recent  change  in  the  Building  Code  enacted  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  provides  for  thirteen  story  structures  instead  of 
the  ten-story  structures  originally  proposed  by  the  Commission's  study* 

The  proposed  project  envisions  ultimate  sale  of  the  entire  project 
area  to  private  enterprise,  excluding  therefrom  property  whose  title  is 
to  be  retained  by  the  City  for  public  purposes.  Since  public  funds  are 
necessarily  involved  in  the  original  acquisition  of  the  projected  area, 
it  may  be  economically  feasible  to  reduce  the  total  cost  of  construction 
so  far  as  private  enterprise  is  concerned  by  the  retention  in  public  owner- 
ship of  all  lands  in  the  project  area  except  those  actually  used  for  building 
sites.    The  immediate  effect  of  such  a  program  would  be  to  reduce  by  several 
millions  the  cost  of  site  acquisition  to  private  enterprise  and  would  be, 
in  effect,  a  public  subsidy. 

As  an  alternative  to  the  sale  of  the  entire  project  area  or  any  part 
of  it  to  private  enterprise,  it  may  be  economically  sounder    to  lease  the 
property  to  the  private  developers.     The  Civil  Code  of  the  State  of  Cali- 
fornia will  permit  a  lease  by  a  municipal  corporation  such  as  San  Fran- 
cisco of  publicly  owned  property  for  aperiod  of  ninety-nine  years.  A 
lease  for  such  a  period  with  option  to  renew  would  have  the  same  effect 
as  an  outright  sale  of  the  project  area.     The  lease  agreement  should 
contain  conditions  and  terms  which  would  provide  not  only  for  a  return  on 
the  City's  investment  in  the  property,  but  would  also  represent  payments 
similar  to  the  real  property  taxes  which  would  be  levied  on  the  property 
if  it  were  sold  to  private  industry.    The  District  Attorney  believes 
that  the  soundness  and  practicality  of  such  a  lease  should  be  thoroughly 
investigated  to  determine  whether  it  better  represents  a  sound  basis  for 
community  planning.    It  is  believed  that  public  interests  and  considera- 
tions involved  in  the  acquisition  of  so  large  an  area  demand  that  the 
public  retain  some  permanent  control  over  the  property, 

Tne  Planning  Commission  believes  that  the  blighted  areas  acquired 
by  eminent  domain  proceedings  can  be  obtained  at  prices  ranging  from  two 
and  one-half  to  three  times  the  assessed  valuation  of  the  property.  Actual 
experience  with  site  acquisition  in  blighted  areas  by  the  State  Highway 
Department  shows  that  the  cost  of  acquiring  such  land  is  from  four  to 
eight  times  its  assessed  value. 
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This  office  has  investigated  the  current  market  price  for  sub-standard 
housing  in  the  Western  Addition,    The  current  market  price  for  a  three  or 
four  story  building  on  atwenty  to  twenty-five  foot  front  lot  is  roughly 
between  $12,000  and  $15,000,    Such  a  price  reflects  the  fact  that  these 
buildings  return  a  large  annual  income  to  their  owners  or  lessees,  These 
buildings  have  been  cut  up  into  many  ap  artments  or  single  rooms  for  the 
use  of  which  anywhere  from  $20  to  $50  per  month  is  charged. 

Much  of  this  concentrated  use  is  in  violation  of  state  and  municipal 
housing  laws.    Any  capital  value  thus  included  in  the  market  price  would 
probably  bo  excluded  in  eminent  domain  proceedings.     There  is  no  guarantee, 
however,  that  site  acquisition  for  such  a  project  area  would  not  run  from 
four  to  eight  times  the  assessed  value.    Instead  of  costing  approximately 
$11,000,000  for  the  first  project  area,  it  might  run  as  high  as  $20,000,000. 

With  such  costs  in  mind,  it  must  be  recognized  that  for  the  citizens 
of  Ssn  Francisco  to  vote  sufficient  funds  to  acquire  the  property,  they 
must  be  assured  that  City  government  will  continue  to  have  a  voice  in  the 
administration  of  the  property,    It  is  for  this  reason  that  we  feel  that 
a  lease  arrangement  with  continued  City  Ownership  represents  a  sound 
qp  proach. 

Cooperative  housing  projects  are  contemplated  by  the  Community 
Redevelopment  Act,     The  home  building  industry  might  consider  the  feasibility 
.of  the  formation  of  such  cooperative  groups  and  the  construction  of  projects 
to  meet  this  potential  demand. 

Certain  critics  of  the  Community  Redevelopment  Act  contend  that  no 
provision  is  made  therein  to  protect  the  rights  of  minority  groups  pre- 
sently living  in  the  areas  to  be  redeveloped.     It  is  believed  that  an 
amendment  to  the  Act  is  necessary  which  will  permit  the  former  owners  of 
the  property  the  right  to  first  priority  when  the  area  is  offered  for 
public  sale  or  that  former  occupants  of  the  redevelopment  area  be  insured 
of  decent  housing  in  other  areas. 


VETERANS  OF  FOREIGN  WARES 
The  membership  of  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Wars  of  the  United  States, 
nationally,  state,  and  locally,  have  boon  vitally  interested  in  the  solving 
of  the  problem  of  housing.    Legislatively  we  have  actively  supported  all 
existing  legislation  and  are  actively  supporting  ponding  legislation  which 
will  assist  in  creating  adequate  housing  for  all  people. 

Speaking  in  terms  of  Housing  we  must  speak  in  terms  of  urban  redevelop- 
ment in  communities  that  require  such  redevelopment.    In  our  opinion  San 
Francisco  comes  in  this  category.    After  a  very  careful  consideration  of 
the  various  localities  within  the  confines  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  we  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Western  Addition 
provides  the  area  mostly  in  need  of  such  redevelopment  and  improvement., 

Wg  are  cognisant  of  the  many  problems  that  will  be  encountered  in 
the  full  redevelopment  of  such  a  large  area  containing  a  congested  popu- 
lation density,  but  we  feel  confident  that  an  orderly  transition  of  this 
area  over  a  period  of  years  will  ultimately  result  in  its  complete  re- 
development, to  the  benefit  of  not  only  those  who  will  reside  in  the  area, 
but  to  the  entire  city  as  a  whole,  . 

As  it  now  exists,  the  Western  Addition  is  a  menace  to  the  entire  City 
and  County  of  San  Francisco,    If  not  only  poses  a  terrific  fire  hazard, 
but  because  of  the  congested  circumstances  of  habitation  it  also  poses  a 
definite  police  problem.    From  the  standpoint  of  youth  as  it  now  is  situa- 
ted it  augments  the  possibilities  for  youth  delinquency.    Because  of  its 
proximity  to  the  center  of  the   aty  and  County  of  San  Francisco  it  is 
logical  to  conclude  that  it  should  be  given  first  consideration  in  the 
matter  of  redevelopment.    We  therefore  urge  the  Honorable  Board  of 
Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  declare  the  Western 
Addition  as  an  urban  redevelopment  area  with  the  following  recommendations: 
1,     'fhat  every  safeguard  be  provided  to  guarantee  that  persons  displaced 
as  a  result  of  the  redevelopment  will,  in  all  cases,  be  provided  with 
adequate  temporary  or  permanent  housing  at  rents  or  prices  comparable  to 
or  lower  than  those  obtaining  in  the  probject  area  at  the  time  of  dis- 
placement, and  situated  in  reasonable  proximity  to  the  essential  community 
facilities,  such  as  shipping  districts,  schools,  recreational  facilities, 
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2,  Ihat  special  care  be  taken  that  substantial  amounts  of  low- rent  and 
low-cost  housing  be  provided  for  within  the  redevelopment  area, 

3.  That  every  effort  be  made  to  guarantee  preferential  rights  to  dis- 
placed persons  to  return  to  the  area  after  its  redevelopment, 

I4,     That  the  redevelopment  agency  should  guarantee  that  in  the  purchase, 

lease,  sale  or  rental  of  property  acquired  under  the  law  there  will  be 

no  discrimination  or  segregation  because  of  creed,  color  or  national  origin. 
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BOOKER  T.  WASHINGTON  COMMUNITY  SERVICE  CENTER 

June  1,  19U8 

Clerk  of  Board  of  Supervisors 
City  Hall 

San  Fi-ancisco,  California, 

Dear  Sirs  Re:  Redevelopment  of  Western  Addition 

I  have  made  a  telephone  poll  of  the  Board  of  Directors  to  get  their  opinion 
on  the  above  matter.  The  genera],  attitude  is  as  follows: 

They  are  in  agreement  on  the  general  advisability  of  the  redevelopment  plan. 
However,  specifically,  the  Board  feels  that  the  present  occupants  of  the 
area  should  be  given  a  fair  opportunity  to  reoccupy  this  area  immediately 
after  redevelopment. 

The  Board  feels  that  some  thought  should  be  given  to  the  plan  of  low  rentals 
so  that  economical  pressures  will  not  hamper  present  occupants  who  might 
want  to  return. 

The  Board  further  feels  that  some  of  the  area  should  be  given  to  the  de- 
velopment of  a  public  housing  project  large  enough  to  accomodate  several 
hundred  families,  the  structure  to  be  of  a  permanent  nature. 

The  Board  recommends  that  adequate  space  should  be  allot ed  for  public 
recreation  such  as  a  playground,  schools  and  libraries, 

Tne  Board  of  Directors  is  grcatful  for  the  opportunity  to  express  an 
opinion  on  this  very  vital  question.    As  Executive  Director  of  this  Agency 
and  as  a  member  of  this  general  community,  I  heartily  endorse  the  views 
herein  expressed. 

We  plan  to  be  represented  at  the  meeting  and  will  be  glad  to  participate 
in  the  session  if  given  the  opportunity. 

Respectfully  submitted, 


Barnes  E,  Stratten 
Executive  Director 
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BEFORE  THE  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 
CITY  AMD  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 

STATEMENT 
OF 

NATIONAL  LAWYERS  GUILD,  SAN  FRANCISCO  CHAPTER, 
IN  OPPOSITION  TO  PROPOSED  ORDINANCE  #  5253 


The  National  Lawyers  Guild's  San  Francisco  Chapter  appears  in 
opposition  to  the  enactment  of  proposed  ordinance  #5253;  which  would 
dedare  the  Western  Addition  a  "blighted  area  and  accordingly  subject  to 
redevelopment  under  the  Community  Redevelopment  Act,  as  amended  (Act  1500, 
Deeringts  General  Laws). 

The  Lawyers  Guild  had  an  active  hand  in  the  legislative  con- 
sideration and  adoption  of  that  Act,    We  consider  it  an  important  and 
valuable  addition  to  the  statutory  law  of  the  State.    We  believe  that  its 
provisions  can  prove  to  be  a  source  of  great  benefit  to  the  people  of  San 
Francisco  generally,  as  the  Legislature  said  it  was  intended  to  be* 
(Section  2,  lH,  28,  etc,  of  the  Act) 

But  this  result  cannot  be  achieved  unless  the  legislative  scheme 
of  the  Act  is  closely  studied  and  followed,  and  unless  each  step  in  local 
implementation  of  the  procedures  of  the  Act  is  consciously  and  carefully 
taken  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the  board  purposes  of  the  Act*  With 
these  conditions  in  mind,  we  believe  the  adoption  of  this  ordinance  to  be 
dangerously  premature,  and  potentially  capahle  of  hardships  and  injustices 
never  contemplated  by  the  Act# 

It  is  plain  from  a  study  of  the  Act  that  the  Legislature  intended 
seizure  of  property  "by  eminent  domain,  clearing  and  demolition,  sales  and 
leases  of  property  so  seized,  and  each  of  these  to  be  undertaken  only  in 
connection  with  a  plan  for  redevelopment  of  a.  project  area  approved  in  the 
manner  established  by  the  Act,    The  Act  as  a  whole  reveals  clearly  that  this 
was  the  legislative  scheme,  that  no  piecemeal  purchases  or  eminent  domain 
proceedings,  or  demolition  or  sales  unrelated  to  a  specific  plan  for  a 
specific  project,  were  ever  in  the  contemplation  of  the  Legislature,  The 
Legislature  was  at  pains  to  establish  this  intention  when  it  provided  that 
hearings  on  an  ordinance  of  the  type  here  in  question,  may  be  consolidated 
with  hearings  on  a  tentative  plan  for  a  project  area,     (Sees,  21  and  26), 
Such  consolidated  hearings—  at  once  on  designation  of  the  area  and  on  a 
plan  for  redevelopment  of  all  or  apart  of  it—  would  have  the  patently 
"beneficial  result  of  insuring  that  the  designation  of  the  area  as  blighted 


would  be  one  integrated  step  in  a  consecutive  series  of  stops  for  its 
redevelopment* 

Some  hazards  of  a  failure  to  do  so,  of  a  failure  to  consider  a 
tentative  plan  with  the  selection  of  a  "blighted  area,  ought  to  he  noted. 
Doubtless  to  insure  maximum  flexibility  to  local  communities  in  implement- 
ing the  Act's  provisions,  the  Legislature  does  not  appear  to  have  guaranteed 
against  misuse  of  a  designation  of  an  area  as  proposed  "by  this  ordinance. 
Thus,  it  appears  to  he  possible  that  if  the  Supervisors  should  adopt  this 
ordinance,  then  do  no  more  than  declare  the  need  for  a  redevelopment 
agency  to  function  (Sec.  3*0  >  the  agency  already  created  by  Sec.  33  could 
proceed  forthwith  to  exercise  the  sweeping  powers  granted  to  it  by  Sec. 
of  the  Act  —>  g||&ga|  rnfprfvn,^  jg,  ggg  .plan.j  gj  ikaai  .gsoa  .iglsag  .that.  J2— 
J&rA^AjfoP.  ZL^H  ftnr a  JB.S^j.e^ct  btg,  Iirjejxared,  o£  s^ftmjL^tG.d  ,tn  rnvon.a.  These 
enormous  powers  include  taking  property  by  eminent  domain,  enter  into  con- 
tracts, clear  away  buildings,  sell,  lease,  subdivide  property  —  all  the 
powers  necessary  fully  to  implement  the  purposes  of  the  Act  itself. 

The  Lawyers  Guild  does  not  believe  that  such  procedures  would  be 
in  any  sense  consistent  with  the  policy  and  scheme  of  the  Act.    Nor  can  we 
very  well  accuse  an  agency  Those  members  have  not  even  been  appointed  of 
planning  such  a  course  of  action.    But  we  sec  no  reason  whatsoever,  nor  can 
we  find  any*  just  if  ication  in  the  Act,  for  taking  the  risk,  for  deliberately 
incurring  the  hazard  of  defeat  of  the  Act's  purposes,  when  all  this  can  so 
readily  be  avoided  by  pursuing  the  legislative  suggestion  of  considering 
designation  of  an  area  with  a  tentative    plan  at  one  and  the  same  hearing, 

A  joint  hearing  of  this  character  would  have  mm  if  old  advantages, 
first  of  all  to  residents  and  property  owners  in  the  area,  and  therefore  to 
all  the  people  in  the  city.    The  tentative  plan  for  the  area's  redevelopment 
ought  to  suggest  answers  to  some  highly  significant  questions.    Will  the 
area  as  redeveloped  abolish  segregation  and  discrimination?    What  is  to  be- 
come of  residents  of  the  area  while  the  work  of  redevelopment  is  proceeding? 
Can  they  move  back  in  after  it  is  completed?    What  may  property  owners  with- 
in the  area  do  who  want  to  participate  in  its  redevelopment?    What  recreation- 
al facilities,  of  interest  to  the  entire  city,  what  monuments,  parks  and 
playgrounds  are  to  be  included  in  the  redeveloped  area? 

With  apian,  important  guidance  may  be  furnished  the  people  and  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  on  these  and  other  questions  as  to  whether  the  area 
ought  to  be  declared  blighted  at  all.    Without  a  plan,  the  people  and  the 
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Board  are  totally  in  the  dark  concerning  them—  although  appropriate 
answers  to  them  and  more  may  "be  compelled  "by  the  Act,  "by  constitutional 
provisions,  or  by  the  legal  significance  of  the  fact  that  public  money 
will  he  used  to  finance  the  redevelopment  of  the  area* 

The  Lawyers  Guild  submits  that,  in  the  light  of  these  consid~ 
erations,  adoption  of  the  ordinance  would  be  a  sharp  departure  from  the 
purpose,  scheme,  and  plan    of  the  Legislature,  would  open  the  door  to 
flagrant  abuses  and  defeat  of  the  beneficent  purposes  of  the  Act,  and 
would  be  as  unwise  and  improper  as  it  is  unnecessary*    The  ordinance 
ought  to  be  rejected  at  this  time* 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  CIO  COUNCIL  STATEKE NT  BEFORE  THE  BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 
ON  THE  PROPOSED  ORDINANCE  DECLARING  THE  lES'JERN  ADDITION  DISTRICT  A  BLIGHTED  AREA 
BY  HARRY  A.  STEINGART,  CHAIRMAN,  HOUSING  COMvIITTEE 

Gentlemen: 

You  have  before  you  a  proposed  ordinance  which  would  designate  a  certain  dis- 
trict in  our  community  as  a  blighted  area  in  need  of  redevelopment.    Such  an 
ordinance  is  necessary  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the  Community  Redevelop- 
ment Act  —  a  law  which  was  put  on  the  statute  books  of  the  state  in  19U7 
and  which,  to  all  intents  and  purposes,  would  appear  to  help  eliminate  the 
disease  of  blight  existing  in  our  community. 

We  of  the  CIO,  in  conjunction  with  many  other  organizations,  have  supported 
and  worked  for  legislation  which  would  eliminate  slums  and  help  provide  de- 
cent housing  for  the  people.    Why,  then,  do  we  appear  here  as  opponents  of 
this  proposed  ordinance?    The  answer  to  this  question  bec®mes  apparent  when 
we  look  into  its  background. 

At  the  legislative  hearings  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  Community 
Redevelopment  Act,  our  organization  supported  a  similar  bill,  but  one  which 
included  guarantees  that  the  legislations  would  benefit  the  groat  majority 
of  the  people  and  not  be  used  for  the  profit  of  a  few  real  estate  operators. 
We  felt  then  and  we  feel  now  that  a  sound  Community  Redevelopment  Law  is 
necessary  legislation.    Among  the  provisions  we  urged  was  (l)  a  guarantee 
that  the  Redevelopment  Act  could  not  be  used  to  further  segregation,  which 
is  admittedly  a  cause  for  .the  growth  and  intensification  of  blight,  (2) 
We  called  for  guarantees  that  certain  portions  of  the  redevelopment  area 
be  set  aside  for  public  housing  —  for  housing  of  low  income  families, 
(3)    We  urged  that  rent  schedules  based  on  ratios  of  rent  to  income  be 
established  and  that  certain  other  sections  would  guarantee  that  the  fami- 
lies displaced  by  redevelopment  projects  be  assured  of  decent,  adequate 
housing  at  rents  which  they  could  afford  to  pay,  and  an  opportunity  to  move 
back  into  the  redeveloped  areas. 

At  that  time,  many  of  the  proponents  of  the  Act  as  finally  passed, 
agreed  that  the  points  we  raised  were  valid,  and  that  such  guarantees 
wrrtten  into  the  law  would  certainly  meet  the  needs  of  the  communities,  but 
"that  it  would  be  politically  expedient  to  support  a  redevelopment  act  even 
■v*at.hout  those  guarantees,    A  weak  Redevelopment  Law,  they  said  would  be 
better  than  no  Redevelopment  Law,  and  that  it  would  be  possible  to  obtain 
those  essential  sections  we  argued  for  at  the  local  level. 
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Although  wc  were  not  convinced  at  that  time,  wo  did  not  oppose  the  passage  of 
this  legislation. 

In  19hlf  the  Planning  Commission  of  the  City  of  Sai  Francisco  pre- 
pared a  Master  Plan  for  our  City,    Wo  appeared  before  this  Commission  and 
urged  then  to  incorporate  the  essential  features  (which  we  outlined  above) 
into  this  plan.    We  were  told  then  that  the  Master  Plan  was  incomplete,  that 
its  intent  could  not  be  fully  spelled  out,  and  that  guarantees  that  community 
redevelopment  would  be  used  for  the  best  interests  of  the  people  who  need 
decent  housing  most  could  be  included  later  during  subsequent  proceedings. 
This  hearing  is  one  of  the  subsequent  proceedings, 

The  ordinance  before  you  is  the  next  step  in  effectuating  the  purposes 
of  the  Community  Redevelopment  Act,    Again  we  want  to  raise  the  question: 
What  about  the  interests  of  the  people  who  are  living  in  the  blighted  area, 
what  about  the  people  who  need  decent  housing  most?    Is  this  not  the  tine  to 
ask  for  legislation  on  their  behalf?    The  proposition  before  you  purports  to 
be  sinply  a  declaration  of  a  blighted  area.    But,  under  the  Comnunity  Redevelop- 
ment Act,  upon  the  adoption  of  this  ordinance  and  by  the  declaration  of  the 
need  for  a  Redevelopment  Agency,  the  Mayor  can  appoint  a  five-man  Redevelopment 
Agency  and  under  the  powers  granted  by  the  Act,  the  Agency  can  proceed  to 
assenble  and  clear  land  through  the  use  of  the  power  of  Eminent  Domain, 

The  adoption  of  the  proposed  ordinance  may  very  well  mean  the  con- 
demnation of  property  and  the  eviction  of  families  in  the  Fillmore  area  within 
the  next  few  months. 

It  is  true  that  before  any  redevelopment  plan  is  adopted,  there  must 
be  a  legislative  finding  that  there  will  be  available  adequate  temporary  or 
permanent  housing  for  the  displaced  families,    at  rents  comparable  to  those 
obtaining  at  the  time  of  their  displacement.    We  know,  of  course,  that  you, 
honorable  members  of  the  Board,  cannot  be  the  ones  who  will  seek  out  these 
available  housing  facilities,    Xou  will  have  to  rely  upon  some  agency  of  the 
City,    It  might  very  well  be  the  Housing  Authority,     That  Agency,  which  in 
spite  of  recommendations  of  your  Board  to  the  contrary  and  in  spite  of  the 
opinions  of  the  United  States  Supremem  Court  that  such  actions  are  contrary 
to  the  intent  of  the  Constitution,  still  maintains  the  pattern  of  segregation 
in  housing  under  its  jurisdiction.  Can  the  Negro,  the  Chinese,  the  Japanese, 
the  other  minority  groups  who  constitute  a  large  segment  of  the  Fillmore  area 
to  look  to  such  Agency  to  find  them  decent  housing?    Or  will  these  people  find 
themselves  pushed  into  other  existing  slums? 
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The  proposed  ordinance  docs  not  make  any  reference  to  a  plan.    The  proponents 
of  the  ordinance  say  that  the  objections  we  raise  should  be  heard  at  a  sub- 
sequent hearing  when  a  plan  is  under  discussion.    It  is  precisely  because 
there  is  no  plan  submitted  at  this  hearing  that  we  appear  here  as  opponents 
to  the  proposed  ordinance  although  we  agree  that  the  Western  Addition  Dis- 
trict is  a  blighted  area  and  in  need  of  redevelopment. 

We  would  like  to  know  the  real  reason  why  the  Planning  Commission  did 
not  submit  a  plan  to  the  people  at  the  time  that  this  ordinance  is  submitted: 
Is  it  that  the  law  requires  a  separate  hearing?    Let  me  quote  from 
the  Community  Redevelopment  Act,  the  same  section  which  requires 
this  hearing,  Section  21,  last  sentence:    "The  legislative  body  may 
hold  the  hearing  required  by  this  section  jointly  with  the  hearing 
upon  a  tentative  plan," 

Is  it  because  hearings  on  redevelopment  plans  would  delay  the 
building  of  homes  which  might  otherwise  proceed  immediately  upon 
adoption  of  this  ordinance?    Let  me  quote  the  opinion  of  the  Plan- 
ning Commission  itself.    On  December  kj  19k7>  in  a  letter  to  the 
Board  of  Supervisors,  the  Commission  said  that:  "Owing  to  the  ex- 
tremely high  cost  of  construction  and  inflated  site  costs,  com- 
bined with  the  extreme  shortage  of  housing,  any  redevelopment  pro- 
gram would  be  unusually  difficult,  if  not  impracticable,  to  under- 
take at  the  present  moment."    If  redevelopment  was  impractical  six 
(6)  months  ago,  how  much  more  impractical  is  it  now  with  even  higher 
costs  and  housing  shortage. 
Since  the  law  provides  that  hearings  on  the  proposed  ordinance  and  tenta- 
tive plans  can  be  held  simultaneously  and  since  such  hearings,  even  if 
they  required  several  months  would  not  actually  delay  redevelopment  work,  "why 
were  no  plans  submitted?    Not  because  tentative  plans  have  not  been  prepared. 
There  are  no  such  plans,.    There  were  such  plans  in  November  of  last  year, 
I  refer  to  the  Yfestern  Addition  District  Redevelopment  Study,    Pages  35 
through  58  contain  all  the  information  that  is  required  by  the  Community 
Redevelopment  Act, 

Since  this  hearing  is  not  for  the  purpose  of  examining  such  plans 
I  will  just  mention  the  Commission's  estimate  of  rental  that  willhave  to 
be  paid  under  this  plan  —  just  about  $30  per  room  per  month.    And  as  to 
whether  the  people  now  living  in  that  area  will  be  able  to  move  back  into 
the  redeveloped  area,  the  Commission  says:  "In  view  of  the  characteristically 
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low  incomes  of  colored  and  foreign-bora  families,  only  a  relatively  small 
proportion  of  them  may  be  expected  to  be  in  a  position  to  occupy  quarters 
in  the  new  development,"    As  to  what  should  be  done  with  these  families, 
the  Planning  Commission  does  say:   "^he  Housing  Commission  should  be  given 
special  attention  in. planning  its  future  projects  tc  the  rehousing  of  these 
colored  and  foreign  nationality  households," 

It  should  be  obvious  by  now  why  no  plan  was  submitted  for  this  hearing. 
It  is  because  the  real  moving  forces  behind  this  ordinance  are  only  interested 
in  using  this  law  for  the  purpose  of  making  huge  profits,  with  the  taxpayers 
help,  are  only  interested  in  developing  this  area,  called  by  the  Junior 
Chamber  of  Commerce  one  of  the  best  residential  areas  in  the  city,  for  the 
high  income  groups,  are  only  interested  in  maintaining  and  extending  the 
pattern  of  segregation.    These  forces  have  suffered  a  partial  defeat  in  the 
Supreme  Court,    Now  they  hope  to  make  use  of  the  Community  Redevelopment 
Act  and  the  economic  handicaps  of  working  people  and  minority  groups*  They 
can  no  longer  use  the  courts,  so  they  plan  to  use  economics  and  Gentlemen's 
Agreements,    Unless  the  Board  of  Supervisors  rejects  this  ordinance  and  adopts 
one  which  will  prevent  misuse  of  this  law,  the  crime  of  segregation  and  the 
disease  of  blight  will  further  spread  over  our  city. 

The  proponents  of  the  proposed  ordinance  tell  us  that  its  adoption 
does  not  mean  that  a  ction,  which  would  affect  the  welfare  of  the  people 
living  in  the  Fillmore  District,  can  be  taken  until  a  plan  is  approved. 
Our  attorneys  advise  us  differently. 

We  agree  that  the  Western  Addition  is  a  blighted  area  sorely  in 
need  of  redevelopment. 

We  urge  that  every  step  should  be  taken  to  expedite  the  redevelopment  of 
that  area  in  the  interest  of  the  people  but  not  for  the  profit  of  certain 
real  estate  interests. 

Perhaps  the  Planning  Commission  may  wish  time  to  make  a  new  and  better  plan. 
We  would  therefore  suggest  that  Bill  #5253?  the  proposed  ordinance  before 
you,  be  withdrawn,  and  that  another  ordinance  be  introduced,  an  ordinance 
that  would  not  only  meet  the  bare  legal  requirements  of  Section  21  of  the 
Community  Redevelopment  Act,  but  one  which  would  serve  as  a  policy  guide  for 
the  Planning  Commission  in  making  its  plan,  and  for  the  Redevelopment  Agency 
in  redeveloping  the  areas,  an  ordinance  which  would  insure  that  the  law  could 
only  be  used  to  advance  the  interest  of  the  majority  of  the  people  in  San 
Francisco,  and  could  not  be  used  by  a  few  real  estate  operators  for  the  making 
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of  huge  profits. 

Such  an  ordinance  should  once  and  for  all  establish  the  policy  that  segre- 
gation because  of  nationality,  color,  or  creed  has  no  place  on  property  ac- 
quired through  the  use  of  taxpayers  money;  that  all  plans  for  redevelopment 
must  provide  for  the  housing  cf  a  portion  of  the  low  income  families  living 
in  our  city;  that  redevelopment  areas  will  provide  housing  for  families  of  all 
income  groups  and  not  only  for  families  in  the  upper  income  brackets. 

Only  those  who  do  not  fully  understand  the  implications  of  the  Com- 
munity Redevelopment  Act  or  those  who  are  more  concerned  with  profits  for 
the  real  estate  interests  would  oppose  such  an  ordinance.    Every  sincere 
proponent  of  Community  Redevelopment  will  support  it. 

In  order  to  expedite  action  on  such  an  ordinance,  we  have  teken  the  liberty 
of  preparing  a  draft  of  such  ordinance  for  submission  to  you. 


♦ 
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Statement  Read  Before  the  Board  of  Supervisors, 
City  of  San  Francisco,  June  3,  19 U8,    Read  by 
Dr.  Z,  Goosby  representing  the  Independent  Pro- 
gressive Party  of  Calif ornia ' and  San  Francisco 
Council  of  that  organization, 

#  -5t     -x-  *  -5$-  #  # 

Mr,  Chairmand  and  Board  of  Supervisors,  as  a  representative  of  the 
I,  P,  P,  of  California  and  of  the  San  Francisco  County  Council  of  that 
organization,  I  appear  before  you.    The  I.  P,  P,  is,  as  are  all  San 
Franciscans,  in  favor  of  an  urban  redevelopment  plan;  but  we  are  de- 
finitely opposed  to  the  ordinal ce  as  it  now  stands.    We  feel  the  inclu- 
sion of  the  following  measures  are  essentials 

1,  There  will  be  no  area  limited  by  covenants,  no  segregation 
or  dos crimination  as  to  race,  creed,  or  color, 

2,  Adequate  housing  be  provided  for  low  income  groups  and  in 
the  same  proportion  in  which  they  now  live  in  the  area, 

3,  That  adequate  low  rent  housing  provided  for  the  displaced 
persons, 

U*     That  the  right  and  opportunity  to  return  to  the  area  after  it 
is  redeveloped  be  assured, 
It  has  often  been  said  by  the  proponents  that  to  put  these  measures  into 
the  ordinance  now  would  delay  the  activation  of  the  plan,    However,  we  are 
sure  the  people  living  in  this  area  would  be  willing  to  wait  a  few  months 
or  even  years  in  order  to  protect  their  human  rights  from  the  outset. 

Therefore  the  Independent  Progressive  Party  of  California  is  opposed 
to  the  passage  of  the  bill  as  it  now  stands. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Dr,  Z.  L,  Goosby, 

State  Vice  Chairman  I. P.P. 


COMMUNITY  CHEST  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 
US  Second  Street 
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June  1,  19l|8. 


Mr,  J,  Joseph  Sullivan,  President, 
Board  of  Supervisors 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  Hall 

San  Francisco  2,  California. 
Dear  Sir: 

The  Social  Planning  Committee  of  the  Community  Chest  of  San  Francisco, 
would  like  to  present  its  views  as  requested  in  your  letter  of  May  11;,  re- 
lative to  the  proposed  ordinance  known  as  Bill  No.  S2$3  (Series  of  1939). 
This  Committee  s  primary  responsibility  is  to  plan  and  coordinate  health, 
welfare  and  recreation  activities  in  San  Franciscon  and  its  membership  in- 
cludes representatives  of  agencies  engaged  in  these  activities  as  well  as 
other  citizens  with  broad  community  interests.    Our  views  do  not  necessarily 
represent  the  individual  points  of  view  of  the  constituent  agencies  of  the 
Community  Chest  and  such  agencies  will  no  doubt  avail  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  to  appear  before  your  Board. 

We  feel  that  the  Western  Addition  District  should  be  designated  as  a  redevelop- 
ment area,  and  that  its  redevelopment  would  materially  improve  the  health 
and  welfare  of  San  Francisco,    Because  of  the  substandard  housing  in  the 
Western  Addition  District,  a  disproportionate  amount  of  effort  must  be  put 
forward  by  public  and  private  health  and  welfare  agencies  to  properly  s  erve 
this  area.    When  this  serious  housing  condition  is  remedied,  a  more  effective 
job  can  be  done  for  the  community  as  a  whole  without  placing  an  undue  strain 
on  the  conx.vunity' s  resources. 

It  is  a  well  established  fact  that  in  the  health  field  substandard  housing 
contributes  to  tuberculosis  and  rhrumatic  fever,  as  well  as  many  other 
diseases.  Poor  housing  is  also  a  substantial  contributing  factor  to  family 
disorganization,  including  broken  homes,  family  tensions,  and  child  welfare 
problems.  Inadequate  recreation  facilities  and  overcrowding  accentuate  the 
problem  of  juvenile  delinquency  and  crime  control. 

We  realize  that  one  of  the  problems  in  the  redevelopment  program  is  the  ne- 
cessity for  providing  adequate  housing  for  those  now  living  in  the  Western 
Addition  District,    We  trust  that  this  will  be  carefully  considered  by  the 
Redevelopment  Agency,    It  is  our  sincere  conviction  that  any  area  in  our  city 
which  is  composed  of  dwellings  that  are  not  safe,  sanitary,  or  adequate  for 
decent  living,  lowers  the  standard  of  our  community.    Despite  the  temporary 
hardships  involved,  the  only  way  to  deal  with  such  a  problem  is  to  eliminate 
the  present  structures  and  to  rebuild  in  accordance  with  modern  accepted 
standards. 

Our  Committee  will  concinue  to  be  interested  in  the  problem  of  redevelopment 
and  will  be  pleased  to  furnish  any  information  and  assistant  we  can* 

Sincerely  yours, 


Mortimer  Fleishhacker,  Jrft 
Chairman, 

Social  Planning  Committee 
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ASSOCIATED  HOME  BUILDERS 
of  San  Francisco,  Inc. 
Hearst  Building 

June  i, 


Mr,  John  R.  McGrath,  Clerk 
Board  of  Supervisors 
City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  California 
Dear  Mr,  McGrath: 

Please  be  advised  that  our  orgai  ization  will  be  represented  at  the  special 
meeting  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  Thursday,  June  3,  in  the  Exposition 
Auditorium, 

The  Community  Re develop. ent  Act  of  California  is  a  very  important  measure 
and  should  not  be  acted  upon  without  complete  study  and  report.    The  Act 
and  its  effect  upon  the  people  of  a  community  is  of  such  magnitude  that 
after  several  months  of  study  and  research,  we  are  in  no  position,  at  this 
time,  to  take  a  definite  stand  one  way  or  the  other. 

The  ordinance  now  before  you,  designating  the  Western  Addition  district  as 
a  redevelopment  area,  should  be  acted  upon  after  a  thorough  study  of  its 
effect  upon  the  real  property  owners  and  tenants  in  that  district.  Of" 
secondary  importance  is  its  effect  upon  the  tax  rolls  of  San  Francisco. 

In  these  days  of  a  housing  shortage  every  effort  should  be  made  to  guarantee 
to  the  tenants  in  that  area  a  suitable  place  to  live  with  comparable  rents 
during  any  demolition  and  reconstruction  process.  This  should  be  done  without 
the  necessity  of  inviting  public  housing  into  Sai  Francisco  for  this  specific 
purpose. 

Every  effort  should  be  made  to  enforce  upon  present  property  owners  all  local 
laws  pertaining  to  health  and  safety  factors  and  the  building  code  before 
condemnation  proceedings  are  commenced.    Following  the  giving  of  notice  as 
required  by  law  to  place  these  properties  in  livable  condition,  then  and 
then  only  should  condemnation  be  considered.     Otherwise,  I  believe  the  Com- 
munity Redevelopment  Act  will  fail  for  want  of  constitutionality. 

In  general,  our  orgm ization  would  favor  any  ordinance  with  the  ultimate 
aim  of  improving  living  conditions  for  the  people  of  San  Francisco,  as  well 
as  the  beautification  of  any  residential  areas,  provided  that  these  improve- 
ments are  completed  by  private  industry.    Any  attempt  to  redevelop  a  local 
area  under  government    control    would  be  vigorously  opposed  as  socialized 
housing. 

In  the  event  that  this  area  is  declared  a  redevelopment  area,  several  of 
our  members  are  definitely  interested  in  taking  an  active  part  in  its  re- 
construction and  redevelopment. 

We  shall  follow  the  procedure  and  progress  very  closely  and  be  assured  of 
our  ability  and  willingness  to  cooperate  at  all  times. 

Very  truly  yours, 


MILTON  V7f  MORRIS,  Executive  Sec'y 


fort* 
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THE  BUSINESS  AND  PROFESSIONAL  ALLIANCE 

OF 

SAN  FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA  INCORPORATED 
200li  Sutter 


June  2, 


Mr,  J.  Joseph  Sullivan,  Pres. 

Board  of  Supervisors  &  Planning  Commission 

City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  California, 

Dear  Mr,  Sullivan; 

The  Business  and  Professional  Alliance  of  San  Francisco,  California 
Incorporated  wishes  to  make  the  f ollowing  recommendations  on  the  city1  s 
urban  redevelopment  policy: 

1,  Large-scale,  well-planned  community  redevelopment  is  necessary 
and  desirable^ 

2,  The  city's  redevelopment  agency,  when  formed,  should  guarantee 
that  persons  displaced  as  a  result  of  redevelopment  will  in  all 
cases  be  provided  with  adequate  temporary  or  permanent  housing 
at  ronts  or  prices  comparable  to  or  lower  than  those  obtaining 
in  the  "protect  area"  at  the  time  of  displacement,  and  situated 

in  reasonable  proximity  to  the  essential  facilities  (i,  e,  shopping 
district,  schools,  recreational  facilities,  etc.) 

3,  Low  rent  and  low  cost  housing a  whether  public  or  private,  should  be 
included  in  substantial  amounts  within  the  redeveloped  area,  and 
the  first  construction  should  consist  of  public  low-rent  housing. 

h.    There  should  be  a  guarantee  of  preferential  rights  to  displaced 
persons  to  return  to  the  redeveloped  area.     This  should  also 
apply  to  professions  snd  small  businesses,  neat  in  appearance  and 
adhering  to  all  the  health  and  safety  codes  which  will  not  cause 
depreciation  of  the  value  of  the  property  at  rentals  comparable 
to  those  obtaining  in  the  present  areas. 

5.     The  redevelopment  agency  should  guarantee  that  in  the  purchase, 
sale,  lease,  or  rental  of  property  acquired  under  the  law,  there' 
will  be  no  discrimination  or  segregation  because  of  color,  creed, 
or  national  origin, 

$,     The  redevelopment  agency  should  include  among  its  commissioners 
at  least  one  representative  of  a  minority  group  substantially 
affected  by  redevelopment. 

Very  truly  yours, 

The  Committee  on  Urban  Re- 
development 

L,  T,  Allen  -  -  Chairman 


« 


- ..  "I- 


CALIFORNIA  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPODY 
June  g, 


Mr.  Edward  T#  Mancuso 
Board  of  Supervisors 
Room  235,  City  Hall 
San  Francisco  2,  California 

Dear  Mr,  Mmcuso: 

The  California    College  of  Chiropody  wishes  to  go  on 
record  as  favoring  the  redevelopment  of  the  area  outlined 
in  the  proposed  ordinance  known  as  Bill  No.  5253* 

The  oollege,  a  non-profit  educational  institution  owned 
"by  the  California  Association  of  Chiropodists,  Inc.,  operates 
a  Foot  Clinic  both  as  a  medium  of  chiropodical  education  and 
as  a  public  hepJLth  service  to  the  citizens  of  San  Franciscoc 
As  such,  we  are  vitally  interested  in  the  health  and  general 
welfare  of  the  residents  of  San  Francisco.    We  are  located  in 
the  middle  of  the  area  designated  for  re-development,  and  are 
well  aware  of  the  extremely  poor  health  and  housing  conditions 
which  exist  in  that  area* 

It  is  our  earnest  desire  to  impress  upon  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  the  need  for  as  rapid  action  in  this  matter  as  is 
possible.     The  Supervisors,  as  individuals  and  collectively, 
can  serve  the  city  as  a  whole  in  no  "better  way  than  to  see 
that  re-development  is  carried  through  to  completion. 


Very  truly  yours, 

CALIFORNIA  COLLEGE  OF  CHIROPODY 


Robert  E.  Rust, 
Administrative  Officer 

RERrkcp 

CC:  Mr.  John  R,  McGrath 
Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors 
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SA1T  FRANCISCO  CHAPTER  JACL 
2031  BUSH  STREET ,  EM  5 
SAN  FRANCISCO  15, CALIF. 

July  2H,  13kB 


San  Francisco  Board  of  Supervisors 
City  Hall 

San  Francisco,  California 
Gentlemen: 

The  San  Francisco  Chapter  of  the  Japanese  American  Citizens  League 
believes  that  the  purpose  of  the  Urban  Redevelopment  Act  is  good  in  that 
it  can  be  used  to  replace  the  slum  dwellings  of  the  Western  Addition  with 
new  buildings.    We  feel  strongly  that  the  health  and  welfare  of  San  Fran- 
cisco inhabitants  can  be  served  if  this  city  of  ours  utilizes  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  to  help  eliminate  the  extremely  poor  housing  facilities 
now  existing  in  the  Western  Addition.    We  believe  in  redevelopment  and 
know  that  it  is  needed  right  now  in  San  Francisco. 

Nonetheless,  the  League  Chapter  regretfully  opposes  the  project 
designation  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  since  the  Act  does  not 
contain  provisions  which  we  believe  are  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
people  now  residing  in  the  designated  area*    We  realize  that  a  careful, 
unhurried,  stop-by-step  procedure  will  ho  instituted  to  consummate  the 
ends  of  the  redevelopment  act,  but  we  feel  that  a  protest  must  be  made  now 
since  later  may  be  too  late  and  ineffective. 

Our  organization  believes  that  the  following  provisions  should  be 
included  in  the  redevelopment  plans  before  we  can  fully  endorse  any  action 
to  institute  the  Act: 

1.  Provisions  for  non-segregation  and  non-discrimination  of  people 
who  will  occupy  the  new  dwellings. 

2.  Provision  for  the  construction  of  permanent,  low-cost  public 
housing  to  take  care  of  the  people  who  will  be  unaJble  to  meet  the  rentals 
of  the  new  constructions. 

3.  That  the  people  displaced  from  the  area  will  be  given  first  priori- 
ty in  moving  into  the  newly-built  units  if  they  are  ahle  to  meet  the  rental 
price. 

U.    That  the  small  businessmen  and  the  professional  people  now  in  the 
area  be  given  first  priority  in  establishing  themselves  in  the  commercial 
area  of  the  new  buildings . 

5*    That  property  owners  in  the  area  will  be  protected  fully  in  the 
selling  of  their  property  and  that  they,  as  individuals  or  in  groups, 
shall  be  given  an  equal  and  fair  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  con- 
struction of  the  new  units  if  they  show  that  they  are  able  financially 
to  do  so. 

The  San  Francisco  Japanese  American  Citizens  League  at  an  open, 
general  meeting  favored  the  sending  of  this  letter  to  the  San  Francisco 
Board  of  Supervisors  to  make  clear  its  stand  on  Urban  Redevelopment  at 
this  time. 

Very  truly  yours, 

SAN  FRANCISCO  CHAPTER 

JAPANESE  AMERICAN  CITIZENS  LEAGUE 

Yukio  W_ada  

By  Yukio  Wada,  President 


Lb  try. 
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LEAGUE  OF  WOMEN  VOTERS  -  SAN  FRANCISCO  CENTER 

June  28,  19U8 


Board  of  Supervisors 
City  Hall 
Civic  Center 

San  Francisco,  California 
Gentlemen; 

The  city  of  San  Francisco  has  complied  with  the  first  two  requirements  under 
the  Community  Redevelopment  Act  of  19h$9  in  the  adoption  by  the  Planning 
Commission  of  a  master  plan,  and  by  a  study  indicating  that  the  Western 
Addition  is  a  blighted  area,  constituting  a  social  and  economic  liability 
to  the  City,  requiring  redevelopment  in  the  interests  of  health,  safety, 
and  public  welfare. 

At  the  public  hearing  held  by  your  Board  on  this  subject  there  was  general 
accord  by  both  proponents  and  opponents  of  redevelopment  that  the  residents 
of  the  area  in  question  were  inadequately  and  improperly  housed.    The  dif- 
ference in  the  point  of  view  was  only  in  the  immediate  disposition  of  the 
persons  who  would  be  displaced  during  the  period  of  reconstruction.  This 
phase  of  the  problem  will  require  a  great  deal  of  study  and  nothing  can  be 
accomplished  until  a  Redevelopment  Area  is  designated  by  you,    Tne  Planning 
and  Housing  Section  of  the  League  of  Women  Voters  of  San  Francisco  strongly 
urges  you  to  take  the  next  steps  by  designating  a  Redevelopment  Area  and  by 
declaring  by  resolution  that  there  is  a  need  for  a  Redevelopment  Agency  to 
function  under  the  Act,    This  will  permit  study  of  the  problems  raised  by 
recent  public  hearings. 

Consistent  with  the  policy  of  the  League  we  intend  to  carry  on  an  educational 
program  working  toward  a  solution  of  this  problem. 

Sincerely  yours, 


Mrs.  R,  E,  Alderman 
Chairman,  Planning-Housing 
Section 


SAN  FRANCISCO  MINIS TERIAL  ALLIANCE 
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1975  Post  Street 

Sail  Francisco,  Calif* 

JtOy  9,  19U8. 

Board  of  Supervisors  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
City  flail,  Civic  Center 
San  Francisco,  California. 

Gentlemen: 

We,  the  members  of  the  San  Francisco  Ministerial  Alliance,  after 
some  study  and  consideration  of  the  proposed  Western  Addition 
Urban  Redevelopment  project  and  after  hearing  the  views  e:xpressed 
by  both  proponents  and  opponents  on  the  night  of  June  3,  19i$j 
at  the  special  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  at  the  Civic 
Auditorium,  we  have  the  following  conclusions: 

First:    Being  in  position  to  learn  the  reaction  of  numerous  dwellers, 
property  owners,  voters  and  taxpayers  living  within  this 
proposed  redevelopment  area,  we  are  agreed  with  the  people 
that  this  project  is  inimical  to  the  total  welfare  of  the 
present  community  j. 

Second:    We  agree  that  slum  clearance  and  redevelopment  are  vital 
to  the  social,  moral  and  physical  growth  of  San  Francisco, 
However,  we  are  convinced  that  this  proposal  for  redevelop- 
ment disregards  in  too  great  a  degree,  the  rights  and  wel- 
fare of  the  present  inhabitants  of  this  area  as  over  against 
the  alleged  benefits  which  would  accrue  to  the  city  as  a 
whole. 

Third:     The  disruption  of  the  established  institutions  within  the 
community  such  as  the  small  and  larger  business  establish- 
ments, professional  services  and  the  various  demonima- 
tional  churches  now  serving  the  people  within  this  community, 

Therefore,  in  view  of  an  increasingly  alarmed  public  sentiment,  and 
the  above  statements  which  have  been  set  forth  after  sincere  and 
thoughtful  consideration,  we,  the  members  of  this  Alliance,  earnestly 
request  and  recommend  that  the  proposed  Western  Addition  Redevelop- 
ment project  be  defeated  in  its  entirety  with  its  present  provision. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

SAN  FRANCISCO  MINISTERIAL 
ALLIANCE 


Rev,  Win.  Turner  

President 

Rev.  E,  C.  Washington 
Secretary 


PROPERTY 

OF  THE 

DEPARTMENT  OF  CITY  PLANNING 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


PRC  P ERTY 

OF  THE 

DEPARTMENT  CF  CITY  PLANNING 
CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  SAN  FRANCISCO 


